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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Natural Resources Conservation Service

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING
FOR CORRIDOR TYPE PROJECTS

NRCS-CPA-106

(Rev. 1-91)

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency)

3. Date of Land Evaluation Request

5/11/07

4.
l Sheet 1 of 1

1. Name of Project |15 §outh Highway Widening

5. Federal Agency Invoived
‘NRCS

2. Type of Project Corridor

1s. County and State Utah County, Utah

1. Date Request Received by NRCS 2. Person Completing Form
PART Il (To be completed by NRCS) 5/11/0 Ray Grow NR%S/Lam Goff PB
3. Does the corridor contain prime, unigue statewide or local important farmland? YES m NO D 4. Acres Irrigated | Average Farm Size
(If no, the FPPA does not apply - Do not complete additional parts of this form). 84,919 168 acres
5. Major Crop(s) 6. Farmable Land in Government Jurisdiction 7. Amount of Farmland As Defined in FPPA
hay and grain Acres: 0 w <10 Acres: 177.5 in project % <10
8. Name Of Land Evaluation System Used 9. Name of Local Site Assessment System 10. Date Land Evaluation Returned by NRCS
Prime Farmland Rule Web Soil Survey for Utah County 5/29/07
Alternative Corridor For Segment
let
PART Ill (To be completed by Federal Agency) Corridor A Corridor B Corridor C Corridor D
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 99
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly, Or To Receive Services 89
C. Total Acres In Corridor 188 0 0 0
PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmiand 131
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland 49
C. Percentage Of Farmland in County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted 0
D. Percentage Of Farmiand in Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value 0
PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information Criterion Relative g 8
value of Farmiand to Be Serviced or Converied (Scale of 0 - 100 Points)
PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Corridor Maximum
Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(c))| Points
1. Area in Nonurban Use 15 8
2. Perimeter in Nonurban Use 10 5
3. Percent Of Corridor Being Farmed 20 7
4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government 20 20
5. Size of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 10 2
6. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland 25 0
7. Availablility Of Farm Support Services 5 5
8. On-Farm Investments 20 5
9. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 25 0
10. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use 10 2
TOTAL CORRIDOR ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 54 0 0 0
PART VIl (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100 g 6
Total Corridor Assessment (From Part VI above or a local site
assessment) 160 54 0 0 0
TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 HAZ’ 0 0 0
1. Corridor Selected: 2. Total Acres of Farmlands to be 3. Date Of Selection: 4. Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Alternative 2, Highway Converted by Project:
Widening & Improvements | g9.06 ves [71 wo [0
5. Reason For Selection:
Signatyfe of PessonA
5/30/07

NOTE: Complete a form for each segment with more than one Alternate Corridor

A-3

June 2008



MAY/29/2007/TUE 10:31 AM UDOT Region 3 FAY No, 8012278056 P. 004

>
U.S. Department Utah Division 2520 West 4700 South, Ste. 9A
Of Transportation Salt Lake City, UT 84118-1847

Federal Highway
Administration

May 25, 2007

File: IN-NH-15-6(148)245E

Mr. Wayne Norwall, Regional Direcior
Bursau of Indian Affairs

PO BOX 10

Phoenix, AZ 85001

SUBJECT: Project #: IN-NH-15-6(149)245E
-15 South Cofridor

Daar Mr. Norwall;

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Utah Depariment of Transportation (UDOT) are
preparing an Environmental Impact Statement for potential Improvements to 1-15 from the South Payson

interchange to 10600 South in Salt Lake County.

in accordance with the regulations publishad by the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, 36 CFR
Part 800, we are requesting that you advise if there are any histeric properties of traditional religious
and/or cultural importance that may be affecied by this undertaking.

During the EIS process, which originated in 2004, the following has occurred as we have proceeded
through the alternatives developmant and impact analysis phases of the National Environmental Policy

Act.

= Considerable conceptual engineering has been conducted on |-15 that has resuited in proposed
widening, reconstruction of interchanges, proposed new interchanges, and consideration of frontage
road options between Provo and Oremn. The proposed improvemnents to the |-15 mainline largely
would occur within the existing highway right-of-way; however, interchange reconstruction and
frontage road options would require additional right-of-way. This additional right-of-way would be
contiguous with the existing highway.

= Cornmuter Rail Transit, which was initially studied in this EIS, has been separated from this study and
will now proceed separately under the Utah Transit Authority's local environmental process.

As FHWA and UDQT conlinue the developrnent of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, including
compliance with Section 108 of the Nationa! Historic Preservation Act, we request your input on any
historic properties of traditional refigious and/or cultural importance that may be adjacent to the existing I-
15 corrider. Please be assured that we will maintain strict confidentiality about certain types of
information regarding traditional religious and/or cultural historic properties that might be affected by this
proposed undertaking.

We would be pleased to meet with you or a designated representative of the Skull Valiey Band of
Goshutes to review our conceptual engineering design and address any questions or concerns that you

may have.

MOVIKG THE =
AMERICAN
ECONOMY
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MAY/29/2007/TUE 10:31 AM UDOT Region 3 FAX No. 8012278056 P. 005

A response within 30 days would be appreciated should you have concerns about this project. Please

feel frae to contact me at 801-883-0078 ext. 231 to answer any questions or provide any additional
information.

Thank you for your atterition to this project notification and any comments you may have.

Carlog C. Machado
Program Manager

Enclosure ,

. IDENTICAL COPIES OF THIS LETTER SENT TO THE FOLLOWING:

Tribal Contacts List For: Project #: IN-NH-15-8(149)245E, PIN: 4155
’ Project Description: I-15 South Corridor -
Original to: CC fo:
Mr. Wayne Norwall 22707A 8.1.4,6,2.5: AR PC5

MOVING THE =
AMERICAN
o™

ECONOMY
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
U.S. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT, SACRAMENTO
CORPS OF ENGINEERS
1325 J STREET

SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95814-2922
REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF September 2, 2004

Regulatory Branch (200450362)

Jeffrey Berna

U.S. Deparnment of Transportation

Federal Highway Administration, Utah Division
2520 West 4700 South, Suite 9A

Salt Lake Citv, Utah 84118-1847

Dear Mr. Berna:

This letter is in response to your inquiry as to whether the Corps of Engincers will be a
cooperating agency in the preparation of the I-15 Corridor Environmental Impact Statement. The
proposed project is located in Salt Lake and Utah Counties and includes approximately 46 iniles of
highway corridor and 43 miles of transit corridor.

Under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, Department of the Army authorization is required
prior to the discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the United States. Waters of the U.S.
include, but are not limited (o, perennial and intermittent streams, wetlands, and playas.

In order to help you expedite the processing of the NEPA and Section 404 processes, we
would like to discuss with you how you will determiine wetland boundaries within your study area as
soon as possible. In addition, we would like to discuss the method that you will use to analyze the
function and value of these wetlands. It is difficult for the Corps to provide meaningful comment
during the alternatives screening process if wetland Jocations, boundaries and function have not been
identified.

We appreciate that you have included our office in the initial scoping and screening of
alternarives for this project. We accept your invitation, dated August 3, 2004, to be a cuoperating
agency and look forward to working with you in the tuture.

Please refer to identification number 200450362 in any correspondence concerning this
project. If you have any questions, please contact me at our Utah Regulatory Office, 533 West 2600
South, Suite 150, Bountiful, Utah 84010-7744, email Amy.Defreese@usace.army.mil, or telephone
801-295-8380, extension 13,

Sincerely,

Amy Defreese

Office Chief, Utah Regulatory Office
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
U.S. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT, SACRAMENTO
CORPS OF ENGINEERS
1325 J STREET
SACRAMENTO CA 95814-2922

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF

November 2, 2007

Regulatory Branch (SPK-2004-50362)

Merrell Jolley, Project Manager
Utah Department of Transportation
Region Three Headquarters

658 North 1500 West

Orem, Utah 84057

Dear Mr. Jolley:

We are responding to your request for an approved jurisdictional determination for the
Interstate 15 (South) Corridor Project. This approximately 52-mile (~3,500-acre) project area is
located along the Interstate 15 corridor and begins at the South Santaquin exit (Exit 244) in
Section 1, Township 10 South, Range 1 East, 39.9755°N, 111.7725°W, and ends at the 12300
South exit (Exit 291) in Section 25, Township 3 South, Range 1 West, SLB&M, 40.5267°N,
111.8911°W in Utah and Salt Lake Counties, Utah.

Based on available information, we concur with the estimate of waters of the United
States, as depicted on the August 2007 Addendum #2 Wetland Delineation Report Maps
(Appendix B) prepared by Todd Sherman of Wetland Resources in association with PB
Americas, Incorporated. Approximately 218.64 acres of wetland waters of the United States
are present within the survey area. These waters include W2 thru W50 (196.43 acres), W53 thru
W57 (6.58 acres), W59 thru W62 (10.20 acres), W1A thru W12A (4.11 acres), and W1B thru
W3B (1.32 acres). These waters are regulated under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, since
they are adjacent to tributaries of Utah Lake and the Great Salt Lake. Utah Lake and the
Great Salt Lake are waters of the United States with ties to interstate or foreign commerce.

Additionally, approximately 24.15 acres of non-wetland waters of the U.S. also occur
within the study area. These waters are included in polygons W4, W8, W18, W19, W20, W22,
W24, W25, W31, W41, W48, and W59 (22.49 acres), and in the category of “Other Waters of
the U.S.” (1.66 acres) as they appear in the above referenced drawings and in the delineation
report and addenda. These waters are regulated under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, since
they are tributary to Utah Lake and the Great Salt Lake, waters of the U.S. with ties to
interstate or foreign commerce.

The 0.51-acre area identified as W1 does not meet the hydrophytic vegetation criteria,
and it is classified as non-wetland area that is not regulated by the Corps of Engineers. The 0.03-
acre wetland identified as W51 is situated around a flowing well, and wetlands supported by
natural hydrology do not occur in the vicinity; this water is not currently regulated by the Corps.
The 0.01-acre and 0.63-acre wetlands identified respectively as W52 and W58 formed due to
irrigation, and as such, these waters are not regulated by the Corps. Lastly, the 3.45 acres of
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D
detention basins located throughout the I-15 (South) Corridor are not regulated by the Corps.
This disclaimer of jurisdiction is only for Section 404 of the Federal Clean Water Act. Other
Federal, State, and local laws may apply to your activities.

This verification is valid for five years from the date of this letter, unless new information
warrants revision of the determination before the expiration date. This letter contains an
approved jurisdictional determination for your subject site. If you object to this determination,
you may request an administrative appeal under Corps regulations at 33 CFR Part 331.

A Notification of Appeal Process (NAP) fact sheet and Request for Appeal (RFA) form is
enclosed. If you request to appeal this determination you must submit a completed RFA form to
the South Pacific Division Office at the following address: Administrative Appeal Review
Officer, Army Corps of Engineers, South Pacific Division, CESPD-PDS-0, 1455 Market Street,
San Francisco, California 94103-1399, Telephone: 415-503-6574, FAX: 415-503-6646.

In order for an RFA to be accepted by the Corps, the Corps must determine that it is
complete, that it meets the criteria for appeal under 33 CFR Part 331.5, and that it has been
received by the Division Office within 60 days of the NAP. Should you decide to submit an
RFA form, it must be received at the above address by 60 days from the date of this letter. It is
not necessary to submit an RFA form to the Division Office if you do not object to the
determination in this letter.

You should provide a copy of this letter and notice to all other affected parties, including
any individual who has an identifiable and substantial legal interest in the property.

This determination has been conducted to identify the limits of Corps of Engineers' Clean
Water Act jurisdiction for the particular site identified in this request. This determination may
not be valid for the wetland conservation provisions of the Food Security Act of 1985. If you or
your tenant are USDA program participants, or anticipate participation in USDA programs, you
should request a certified wetland determination from the local office of the Natural Resources
Conservation Service, prior to starting work.

Please refer to identification number SPK-~2004-50362 in any correspondence concerning
this project.\If you have any questions, please contact me at the Utah Regulatory Office, 533
West 2600 South, Suite 150, Bountiful, Utah 84010, email james.m.memillan@usace.army.mil,
or telephone 801-295-8380, extension 17.

}

Sincerely, | /
AV (N (G
[

Lot
Fames McMillan

Senior Regulatory Project Manager

~
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Enclosure(s)

Copy furnished without enclosure(s)

Terry Johnson, Utah Department of Transportation, 4501 South 2700 West, Box 148450, Salt
Lake City, Utah 84114

Amy Zaref, PB Americas, Incorporated, 488 East Winchester Street, Suite 400, Murray, Utah
84107

Todd Sherman, Wetland Resources, 182 East 300 North, Logan, Utah 84321
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Applicant: Merrell Jolley, Utah Department of Transportation | File No.: SPK-2004-50362 Date: November 2, 2007
Attached is: See Section below
INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT (Standard Permit or Letter of permission) A
PROFFERED PERMIT (Standard Permit or Letter of permission) B
PERMIT DENIAL C
X APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION D
E

PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION
T T T e

s regulations at 33 CFR Part 3
INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT: You may accept or object to the permit.

e ACCEPT: If you received a Standard Permit, you may sign the permit document and return it to the DISTRICT engineer for final
authorization. If you received a Letter of Permission (LOP), you may accept the LOP and your work is authorized. Your signature on
the Standard Permit or acceptance of the LOP means that you accept the permit in its entirety, and waive all rights to appeal the
permit, including its terms and conditions, and approved jurisdictional determinations associated with the permit.

® OBJECT: Ifyou object to the permit (Standard or LOP) because of certain terms and conditions therein, you may request that the
permit be modified accordingly. You must complete Section 11 of this form and return the form to the DISTRICT engineer. Your
objections must be received by the DISTRICT engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice, or you will forfeit your right to
appeal the permit in the future. Upon receipt of your letter, the DISTRICT engineer will evaluate your objections and may: (a)
modify the permit to address all of your concerns, (b) modify the permit to address some of your objections, or (¢) not modify the
permit having determined that the permit should be issued as previously written. After evaluating your objections, the DISTRICT
engineer will send you a proffered permit for your reconsideration, as indicated in Section B below.

B: PROFFERED PERMIT: You may accept or appeal the permit

» ACCEPT: If you received a Standard Permit, you may sign the permit document and return it to the DISTRICT engineer for final
authorization. If you received a Letter of Permission (LOP), you may accept the LOP and your work is authorized. Your signature on
the Standard Permit or acceptance of the LOP means that you accept the permit in its entirety, and waive all rights to appeal the
permit, including its terms and conditions, and approved jurisdictional determinations associated with the permit.

® APPEAL: Ifyouchoose to decline the proffered permit (Standard or LOP) because of certain terms and conditions therein, you may
appeal the declined permit under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal Process by completing Section IT of this form and
sending the form to the DIVISION (not district) engineer (address on reverse). This form must be received by the DIVISION
engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice.

C: PERMIT DENIAL: You may appeal the denial of a permit under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal Process by
completing Section II of this form and sending the form to the DIVISION (not district) engineer (address on reverse). This form must be
received by the DIVISION (not district) engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice.

D: APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION: You may accept or appeal the approved JD or provide
new information.

* ACCEPT: You do not need to notify the Corps to accept an approved JD. Failure to notify the Corps within 60 days of the date of
this notice, means that you accept the approved JD in its entirety, and waive all rights to appeal the approved JD.

e APPEAL: If you disagree with the approved JD, you may appeal the approved JD under the Corps of Engineers Administrative
Appeal Process by completing Section II of this form and sending the form to the DIVISION (not district) engineer (address on
reverse). This form must be received by the DIVISION engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice. Exception: JD appeals
based on new information must be submitted to the DISTRICT engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice.

E: PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION: You do not need to respond to the Corps regarding the
preliminary JD. The Preliminary JD is not appealable. If you wish, you may request an approved JD (which may be appealed), by
contacting the Corps district for further instruction. Also you may provide new information for further consideration by the Corps to
reevaluate the JD.
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or objections are addressed in the administrative record.)

'SECTION I1 - REQUEST FOR APPEAL or OBJECTIONS TO AN INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT

REASONS FOR APPEAL OR OBJECTIONS: (Describe your reasons for appealing the decision or your objections; to an

initial proffered permit in clear concise statements. You may attach additional information to this form to clarify where your reasons

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: The appeal is limited to a review of the administrative record, the Corps memorandum for the
record of the appeal conference or meeting, and any supplemental information that the review officer has determined is needed to
clarify the administrative record. Neither the appellant nor the Corps may add new information or analyses to the record. However,

you may provide addltlonal information to clar1& the location of mformatxon that is already in the admlmsn ative 1ecord
POINT OF CONTACT FOR QUESTIONS OR INFORMATION - T

If you have questions regarding this decision and/or the appeal
process you may contact:

DISTRICT ENGINEER

Sacramento District, Corps of Engineers

Attn: James McMillan, Sr. Project Manager, Regulatory Branch
USACE - Utah Regulatory Office

533 West 2600 South, Suite 150

Bountiful, UT 84010

(Use this address for submittals to the DISTRICT ENGINEER)

If you only have questlons 1egard1ng the appeal plocess you may
also contact:

DIVISION ENGINEER

Army Engineer Division, South Pacific, CESPD-CM-O

Attn: Administrative Appeal Review Officer, Army Corps of
Engineers , CESPD-PDS-0, 1455 Market Street, San Francisco,
CA 94103-1399 (415-503-6574, FAX 415-503-6646)

(Use this address for submittals to the DIVISION ENGINEER)

RIGHT OF ENTRY: Your signature below grants the right of entry to Corps of Engineers personnel, and any government
consultants, to conduct investigations of the project site during the course of the appeal process. You will be provided a 15 day
notice of any site investigation, and will have the opportunity to participate in all site investigations.

Signature of appellant or agent.

Date: Telephone number:
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Draft Environmental tmpact Statement

Figure 1: Wetlands Study Area — Roadway
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Wetland Delineation Report for 1-15 Highway Corridor South Santaquin to 12300 South
May 2006
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Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Table 1: Wetland and Waters of the U.S. Acreage Suminary

Wetland

Acreage

Number M@izzéw Marsh Shrub Forested ”Zf?;gf }?Mf
W 051 0 0 0 0 0.51
W2 0 0.20 0 0 0 0.20
W3 0 0 047 0 0 0.17

W4 0.19 0 0 0 0.01 0.20

WS 0.04 0 0 0 0 - 0.04

W6 2.44 0 0 0 0 2.44
w7 | 3.68 6.21 0 0 0 9.79
W8 0 1.13 0 0 0.40 1.53
W9 0 0 011 0 0 0.11
W10 0.07 0 0 0 L 0.07
W1t 0 0.08 0 0,09
Wiz 0 0.27 0 0.27

[

T W14 1.47 0.42 0 1.89
W15 2,05 0 0 2.05
Wi 1.78 0 0 1.78
W17 0.45 0 0 0 0 0.46
W18 1.45 0 0 0 0.30 1.75
W19 5.91 10.77 0.32 0 0.15 17.15
W20 12.34 £9.88 0 0 9.76 92.98
Way 0 25.13 0 0 0 25.13
W2z 0.08 1.66 0 0 7.23 8.92
wa3 o 0 0 017 0 017

"""" WL 0 0.25 0 0 1.01 126
W25 1.14 0 0 0 0.54 1.68
W2 11.78 1.81 0 6.29 o 19.88
0 1.96 0 0 0 1.36
1.04 017 0 0 0 1.21
0.08 4.06 0 0 o 414
0 0.20 0 0 G 0.20

$ b, Ay
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Draft Environmental Impact

Table 1: Wetland and Waters of the U.5. Acreage Summary

Wetiand . Az)raag e - S
Number Meggjfyw Warsh Shrub Forested ngéng;f Total
W3 413 012 0 o 0.29 4.54
Waz 018 0.79 0 o 0 0.97
W33 0.11 0 4] 0 0 SRR
waa 0 0.01 0 0 0 0.01
W35 o 0.18 0 0 0 0.18
W3s 0.05 0 0 0 0 0.05
W37 0 0.05 0 0.49 0 0.54
W3 0.74 o 0 O 0 074
wWag 0.54 5 0 0 0 0.54
W40 0.51 0.59 0 0 0 110
wai 7.56 0.04 0 0 0.04 7.64
W42 0.19 0 0 0 0 0.19
O W4s 017 0 0 0 0 0.17
W44 0.15 0 0 0 0 0.15
W45 0 0.01 0 0 0 0.01
W46 0.07 0 0 0 0 0.07 |
W47 0.08 0 Q 0 0.08
Was 0.49 0 0 0 0.10 0.59
Wdg 0 0.01 0 Q 0.01
W50 0 0.10 0 0 010
W51 O 0.03 0 0 0.03
W2 0.01 o 0 0 0 0.01
W53 0.74 o 0 ) 0 0.74
W54 444 0 0.26 0 0 4.790
W55 0.20 0.25 0 0 0 0.45
W58 - 0.23 0.02 0 ! C 025
W57 0.44 0 ¢ 0 0 0.44
W58 0.63 o 0 0 0 0.63
W55 3.54 4.47 0 0 1.00 9.0
weo 0.16 0 0 0.71 0 0.87
W6 029 0 0 O 0 0.29
Quin ko 125800
iy & Page
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Draft ¢

Envivonmental impact Statement

za’fand and Waters of the U.S. Acreage Sumimary

Wetfand o Acreage
Number Mggzgw Marsh Shrub Forested !’Z‘f;?fg;r Total
Wez 0 0 1.03 0 0 1.03
Other | 0 0 0 o 1.66
Waters
Detention o g 0 0 3.45 3.45
Basins
"""""""" Totals 74.58 130.28 189 | 766 25.94 240.33
Table 2: Wetland Plant Species
Botanical Name Corumnon Name Indicator Status
Acer negundo Box Eider FACW
Agrostis stolonifera | rediop FACW
Apocynum cannabinum hemp dogbane FAC
Ascleplas spaciosa showy milkweed FACW
Aster brachyactis ortray aster FACW
Aster eatonii Eaton aster FAC -
Aster hesperius ditchbank aster Bl
Backmannia syzigachne American sloughgrass GBL
Carex netwrascansis Nebraska sedge OBL
Carex praegracilis clustersd fisld sedge FACW
Carex rostrata beaked sedge GBL
Cir’siua'n";d;igare bull thistle FAG
Conium maculatum poison hemicck FACW
Cyperus esculentus yellow nuigrass FACW

Jistichlis spicaia

saliyrass

FAC

Echinochloa erusgali hamyarc grass FACW
Elasagnus angustifolia Russian oli FAC
Eleacharis palusin spilkerush 0BL
Epilobium ciliatum American willow herb FAC
Equiﬁé}iunf hyamala common scouringrush FAC‘*/‘%/H
- Eupatorium macuiatum :;g:;oi’f" d joe-pye Wf?&é-}é‘! (}BL
Euthamia oceidentalis wastern goldenred OBL
Helianthus nuttallii }f.‘f\(f)\z‘ﬁi

ruttall suntlower

into 12300 South

s 18
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Draft Environmental Impact Statement

point met the wetland hydrology parameter. If a sample point met all three parameters,
vegetation, soils and hydrology, it was classified as oceurring in a jurisdictional wetland.

3.0 BESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A total of 12 new wetlands were identified. The new wetlands inciude wet meadow and
marsh wetlands, and are located on sheets 43A, 48A, 53A, 79.1A, 844, 96.1A, 99A, 103A,
104A, and 112A of the wetland maps. The new wetland numbers and their associated
sample points are followed by an “A” (i.e. W1A and SP-1A) to distinguish them from the
original wetland areas and sample points.

Data was collected at 20 new sample points within the addendum project area and
corresponding data sheets are included in Appendix A at the end of this report. Maps
illustrating the location of wetlands within the addendum project area are bound separately
as Appendix B and are considered part of this report. The original wetland delingation maps
include a set of 1"=1000" overview maps.

3 Wetlands

There are 12 new wetland areas that were not delineated in the original wetland delineation.
Most of the previcusly delineated wetlands have significantly less acreage within the new

project area, although sore wetland boundaries have been extended where the new project
area is wider. The total acreage of wetlands within the new impact area is 96.5 acres.

Two of the 12 wetlands were delineated outside of the new project area: W1A and W8A,
While no impacts are expected to these two wetlands as a result of this project, they may be
within the impact area of other future transportation projects and that is why they are
included in this addendum. Below is a brief description of each of the 12 new wetland areas
that were not described in the original wetland delineation report. Table 1 summarizes the
new wetland acreages. The original delineation report includes a complete list of all the
wetland plant species observed within the project area.

W1A - This 1.26 acre wet meadow occurs in a pasture adjacent to Dry Creek
immediately north of 2700 North in Spanish Fork. The wetland is dominated by
arctic rush, meadow foxtail, and clustered field sedge. The soils have a chroma of 2
and are listed on the Utah Hydric Seils List. Hydrology is likely provided by a high
water table associated with Dry Creek. The wetland is adjacent to Dry Creek, and is
therefore jurisdictional. Sample point 1A and 2A; Sheet 43A.

W2A ~ This 0.22 acre wet meadow ocours on the south side of 400 South in
Springville. The wetland is dominated by reed canary grass, meadow foxtail, and
clustered field sedge. The soils have a chroma of 2 with mottles, and are listed on
the Utah Hydric Soils List. Hydrology appears to be provided by a locally high water
table. This wetland Is part of a larger wetland complex that is adjacent to Dry Creek,
and is therefore jurisdictional. Sample point 4A; Sheet 48A.

W3A - This 0.08 acre wet meadow occurs adjacent to Hobble Creek along the
frontage road at the North Springville exit. The wetiand supports western goldenrod,
perennial pepperweed, and rabbitfoot grass. The sandy soils have a chroma of 3,
with common distinet mottles, and are listed on the Utah Hydric Scils List. Several
years ago, Hobble Creek topped its banks and deposited sand in this wetland, which
is why the vegetation is quite weedy and the scils are so sandy. Hydrology is likely

Addendum Weiland Delineation Report for 115 Highway Corridor South Santaquin to 10600 Souih
Movember 2006 : Fage 2
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provided by a high water table associated with Hobble Creek. This wetland is
adjacent to Hobble Greek, and is therefore jurisdictional. Sample point 5A; Sheet
53A.

W4A - This 0.38 acre marsh occurs between the frontage road and the 1-15 off ramp
at the North Springville exit. The marsh supports hardstem bulrush, common reed,
and cattail. The soils have a chroma of 1, were partially inundated, and are listed on
the Utah Hydric Soils List. Hydrology is provided by a high water table. This wetland
is part of a wetland complex that is adjacent to Utah Lake, and is therefore
jurisdictional. Sample point 8A; Sheet 53A.

WSA — This 0.60 acre wet meadow occurs along the west side of Geneva Road.

The area is dominated by reed canary grass, with some mint and stinging neitle.

The soils have a chroma of 1, and are listed on the Utah Hydric Soils List. Hydrology
is provided by a locally high water table. This wetland is part of a wetland complex
that is adjacent to Utah Lake, and is therefore jurisdictional. Sample point 7A; Sheet
79.1A.

W6A — This 0.07 acre marsh occurs in a small basin on the UVSC campus. The
wellands support reed canary grass and cattail. The soils have a chroma of 1 and
were saturated at the time of delineation. Hydrology is apparently provided by runoff
that enters the basin through a culvert. This wetland drains into a culvert, and
presumably enters a Waters of the U.8. somewhere downstream, and is therefore
jurisdictional. Sample point SA; Sheet 84A.

W7A — This 0.22 acre marsh is located on the south side of 200 South in Lindon.
The complex includes both wet meadow and marsh. The wetland supports cattail
and reed canary grass. The soils have a chroma of 1, and were saturated at the
time of delineation. This wetland is part of a wetland complex that is adjacent to
Utah Lake, and is therefore jurisdictional. Hydrology is provided by a locally high
water table. Sample point 10A; Sheet 96.1A.,

WBA - This 0.16 acre marsh occurs in the middle of a cultivated alfalfa field. The
wetland supports common reed and cattail. The soils have a chroma of 1, and were
inundated at the time of delineation. The source of hydrology is not apparent, but
there is water flowing out of the wetland into a hole in the soil. There is no surface
water connection to a Waters of the U.S., and there are no other wetlands in the
visinity. The jurisdictional status of this wetland will be determined by the Corps of
Engineers. Sample point 11A; Sheet 99A.

WOA — This 0.14 acre wet meadow oceurs in a pasture along the railroad tracks in
American Fork. The wetland is dominated by reed canary grass, threesquare
bulrush, meadow foxtail, and redtop. The soils have a chroma of 1. and are listed on
the Utah Hydric Soils List. Hydrology is apparently provided by a locally high water
table, This wetland is connected to Utah Lake via numerous ditches and canals. and
is therefore jurisdictional. Sample point 12A; Sheet 103A.

W10A ~ This small band of wet meadow, totaling 0.01 acres, occurs adjacent to an
unnamed stream on both sides of 6800 North in American Fork. The area is
dominated by reed canary grass and arctic rush. The soils have a chroma of 1, and
are listed on the Utah Hydric Soils List. Hydrology is provided by the unnamed
stream. Because the wetland is adjacent to the stream it is jurisdictional. Sample
point 13A,; Sheet 104A.

Addendum Welland Delineation Repart for 115 Highway Cordidor South Santaguin to 10600 South
November 2006 Page 3
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W11A — This 0.13 acre marsh occurs within the proposed American Fork Main Street
Station. The marsh is dominated by cattail, The soils were inundated and are listed
on the Utah Hydric Soils List. The source of hydrology is a small spring. This
wetland is connected to Spring Creek via numerous difches, and is therefore
jurisdictional. Sample point 14A; Sheet 112A.

W12A - This 0.84 acre wet meadow complex occurs within the proposed Ametican
Fork Main Street Station. The wetlands are dominated by arctic rush, redtop,
threesquare bulrush, and saltgrass. Soils have a chroma of 2 with mottles, and are
listed on the Utah Hydric Soils List. Hydrology is likely provided by a locally high
water table and a potential spring. This wetland is connected to Spring Creek via
numerous ditches, and is therefore jurisdictional. Sample points 15A — 20A; Sheet
112A.

Addendum Wettand Delineation Report for 1115 Highway Corridor South Santaouin to 10600 South
o 2 f.
November 2006 Page 4
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3.0 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A tolal of three new wetland areas were identified. The new weatland numbers and the
associated sample points are followed by 2 "B” (Le. WIB and SP-18) o distinguish them
from the original and the first addendum wetland areas and sample points. In addition o the
three new wellands, the boundaries of two previously delineatad wetland areas were
extended to the new projact impact boundary. In addition, a few wetland areas that were
delineated by HDR in conjunction with the East-West Connector Project are included on the
aps and in the acreage table because they will potentially be impacied by the 1-15 project.

Data was collected at nine new sampie points within the second addendum project area and
the corresponding data sheets are included in Appendix A al the end of this report. Maps
llustrating the location of wetlands within the second addendum project area are pmvif:ﬁed in
Appendix B,

3.1 Wetlands

The thres new wetland areas and the two expanded wetland areas total 1.81 acres that
were not delineated in the original wetland delingation or the first addendum. Most of the
wetlands that were delineated in the original wetland delineation have significantly less
acreage within the naw project area. The total acreage of wetlands within the new impact
area is 55,28 acres.

B slow is a brief dwscript'en of tha three new welland areas that were not described in the
original wetlland delineation report or the first addendum. Table 1 summarizes the wetland
acreages for the entire preject area. The original detineation report includes a complete list
of all the wetland plant species observad within the project area.

W1B — This 0.12 acre marsh occurs along State Route 115 at the entrance of the
wastewater treatment faclity in North Payson, The welland is dominated by callails
{Typha latifolia), and was inundated 6 inches at the time of delineation. This wetland
has no ocutlet and there are no other wetlands or Waters of the U 5. in the vicinity.
Therefore, this wetland may potentially be isolated. Sample point 18; Shest 20,

W2B- This 0.07 patch of shrub wetland is located adjacent to an irrigation ditch in a
esidential backyard. The wetland is dominated by reed canary grass (Phalaris
arundinacea) and catiails with an overstory of coyote willow {Salix exigua). The solls
have a chroma of 1 and were saturated at the surface. Hydrology is apparently
provided by the irrigation difch, as there ara no other wetlands in the immediate

vicinity. Because the Corps of Engineers no longer regulates irrigation ditches, this
wetland may potentially be isolalad. Sample point 2B; Shest 84,

W3B — This 1.13 acre welland complex ocru s near American Fork Maip Strest and
is associaled with i southem end of Mill Pond and ifs outlet, Spmﬂ Creek. T1
wetland complex is & mix of marsh and w si meadow plant communities. Tha n arsh
areas are dominated by caltails, reed canary grass, westem geldenrod (Eutham
occldentalis). and hardstam bulrush (oC!:;}LL‘; acuius). The wel meadow plant
communities are dominated by arctic rush (Juncus arcticus 71, wastern JO d"mod
MNebraska sedge {Carex nebrascensis), ai (d silvar cinquelol] (Potentilla ans
The solls throughout the wetland complex exhibited low chromas with !Njoy ‘*aiu =R
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e
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in the upper profile, and some areas of gleyed soil. The hydrology for the wetland
complex is provided by the high water table associated with Mill Pond and Spring
Creek. Because of their proximity to Mill Pond and Spring Creek, these wetlang
areas are likely jurisdictional.  Sample point 3B-98: Sheet 112.1.

§
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
U.S. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT, SACRAMENTO
CORPS OF ENGINEERS
1325 J STREET
SACRAMENTO CA 95814-2922

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF

February 14, 2008

Regulatory Division (SPK-2004-50362)

Merrell Jolley, Project Manager
Utah Department of Transportation
Region Three Headquarters

658 North 1500 West

Orem, Utah 84057

Dear Mr. Jolley:

We are responding to your request for comments regarding the December 19, 2007
Wetland Functional Assessment Report (Report) for the Interstate 15 (South) Corridor Project.
This report includes an assessment of wetland functions for wetlands that would be impacted by
the proposed Interstate 15 reconstruction. Wetland functions were assessed using Utah
Department of Transportation’s (UDOT’s) Wetland Functional Assessment Method (WFAM).
The approximately 52-mile (~3,500-acre) Interstate 15 corridor begins at the South Santaquin
exit (Exit 244) in Section 1, Township 10 South, Range 1 East, 39.9755°N, 111.7725°W, and
ends at the 12300 South exit (Exit 291) in Section 25, Township 3 South, Range 1 West,
SLB&M, 40.5267°N, 111.8911°W in Utah and Salt Lake Counties, Utah.

We have a few comments on the subject report for the 1-15 South Team to address:

1. In our review of the functional assessment, and based on our knowledge of the
WFAM, we did not find any discrepancies or errors in the raw data presented in the report
(i.e., the data presented in UDOT’s WFAM data sheets). The Corps finds that the WFAM
adequately characterizes the level of disturbance and the 10 wetland functions, and the
method can be repeated by multiple practitioners trained in wetlands ecology or in similar
disciplines. Additionally, the method makes assessing project-by-project mitigation
requirements much more defensible from scientific and legal standpoints. We are also
pleased with the WFAM, since it will be the foundation of the Utah statewide wetland
functional assessment method.

2. However, the Corps is concerned that the WFAM is heavily weighted towards the
wildlife functions. The Corps and other agencies (Federal Highway Administration, U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, and Utah Division of Wildlife Resources) have been working with
UDOT to develop and implement UDOT’s proposed Northern Utah County Wetland
Mitigation Bank (Corps project no. SPK-2007-01493). The Mitigation Banking Review
Team’s (MBRT’s) discussions have lead to some adjustments in the calculation of Total
Functional Points (Table 1) and Total Possible Points (not presented in Table 1 of the
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Report). These adjustments will also change the values of the Functional Units. In our MBRT
meetings, we have also determined that the Functional Category designations have no utility
in developing a mitigation bank accounting and credits system. Therefore, we do not agree
with, and will not utilize the Functional Points and Functional Units data presented in Table 1
of the Report. The Corps will only use the raw WFAM data provided on the data sheets in
the Report for the purposes of assessing the 1-15 Project mitigation requirements.

3. The MBRT has received the raw WFAM data in tabular format during UDOT’s
presentation of wetland impacts in the review area. The Corps would like to see these data
presented in a table with the following format:
a. Column 1 - Wetland ID
b. Column 2 — Impacted Wetland Acreage
c. Column 3 — Total Wetland Acreage
d. Columns 4 through 14 — Numeric values of the functions corresponding to
Questions 15a through 15k (Level of Disturbance, Plant Community
Composition, etc.)

4. The WFAM is a living document, and changes and adjustments have been (and will
be made in the future) to improve the quality of information generated by the method. Under
the “Discussion” section of the report, we recommend that the 1-15 South Team address
changes and “tweaks” to the method, as well as the method’s shortcomings. This information
request will not result in any additional data collection for directly impacted wetlands, but it
will help the Corps to better understand the mechanics of the method and how it will be
implemented in future projects.

We recommend that UDOT address these comments in an addendum letter and attached
e that displays the raw functional assessment data.

Please refer to identification number SPK-2004-50362 in any correspondence concerning
project. If you have any questions, please contact me at the Utah Regulatory Office, 533

West 2600 South, Suite 150, Bountiful, Utah 84010, email james.m.mcmillan@usace.army.mil,
or telephone 801-295-8380, extension 17.

A-22

Sincerely,
/sl

James McMuillan
Senior Regulatory Project Manager

June 2008


mailto:james.m.mcmillan@usace.army.mil

Copies furnished:

Carlos Machado, Federal Highway Administration, Utah Division, 2520 West 4700 South, Suite
9A, Salt Lake City, Utah 84118

Robin Coursen, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 8, 1595 Wynkoop Street,
Denver, Colorado 80202-1129

Betsy Herrmann, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Utah Field Office, 2369 West Orton Circle,
Suite 50, West Valley City, Utah 84119

Ron Clegg, PB Americas, Incorporated, 488 East Winchester Street, Suite 400, Murray, Utah
84107

Todd Sherman, Wetland Resources, 182 East 300 North, Logan, Utah 84321
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United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION
Upper Colorado Region
 Provo Area Office

302 East 1860 South
Provo, Uish 84606-7317

IN REPLY REFER TO:

PRO-770
ENV-6.00 NOV 0 3 7004

Merrell Jolley, P.E.

UDOT Project Manager

Region Three Headquarters

658 North 1500 West

Orem, UT 84057

Subject: 1-15 Corridor Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Dear Mr. Jolley:

Thank you for your October 4, 2004, letter forwarding a copy of the handout materials from your
recent scoping meetings for the subject EIS. We look forward to reviewing the draft EIS when it
is made available for public review. If prior to that time we identify any issues that may have a

bearing on your analyses, we will be sure to communicate them to your staff.

Sincerely,

Bruce C. Barrett
ACTING FOR Area Manager
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
UTAH FIELD OFFICE
2369 WEST ORTON CIRCLE, SUITE 50
WEST VALLEY CITY, UTAH 84119

In Reply Reler To

FWS/R6 August 12, 2004
ES/UT
Jellrcy Berna

Environmental Specialist

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration
2520 West 4700 South, Ste, 9A
Salt Lake City, Utah 84118-1847

RE:  UDOT Project No. IM-NH-15-6(149)245E
1-15 Commidor EIS, Utah County — Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement
Request to be a Cooperating Agency

Decar Mr. Berna:

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has received your letter o August 2, 2004 requesting our
parlicipation as a cooperating agency in preparing an Environmental Impact Statement for the
subject project. We appreciate the opportunity to be involved with Federal Highway
Administration projects at the early planning state and therefore are pleased to accept your
invitation to be a cooperating agency. Your contact will be Ms. Betsy Herrmann, Ecologist. She
can be reached at the letlerhead address or (801) 975-3330 ext. 139, or cmail:
betsy_herrmanngifws.gov. 1f you need additional assistance, you may contact Dr. Lucy Jordan,
Supervisor of the Federal Activities Branch, at cxt. 143 or email: lucy_jordan{@fws.gov.

Thank you for your invitation. Wc look forward to working with vou on this project.
Sincerely,

MR b

Henry R, Maddux
Utah Field Supervisor

ce: Merrell Jolley, UDOT Region 3, Project Manager
COE - Bountiful (Attn: Amy Defreese)
EPA — Denver (Attn: Dave Ruiter)
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United States Department of the Interior

IFISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
UTAH FIELD OFFICE
2369 WEST ORTON CIRCLE, SUITE 50
WEST VALLEY CITY, UTAH 84112

™ Reply Refer To

F'WS/R6 September 30, 2004
ES/UT

(04-131973

LR 04/0672

Murrell Jolley, Project Muanager
Utah Department of Transporntation
658 North 1500 West

Chrem, Lltaly 84057

Re:  NOI for I-15 Improvements from Santaquin to the 10600 South Interchange

Crear Mr. Jolley:

The U.S. Tish and Wildlife Service (Service) has received your notice of intent to prepare an
environmental impact statement (EIS) for proposed transportation improvements along a 65-mile
corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The alternatives may include: highway improvements,
managed (ransporlation (e.g. high-occupancy vehicle lanes, reversible lanes, and tol lanes),
transit, or combinations thereof. The Scrvice has attended two agency scoping mee:ings thus far
and has agreed (o be a cooperating agency in this EIS. We appreciate the early coordination
hetween agencies and the opportunity to work together from an early stage in this project. We
are providing the following comments for your consideration.

In Section | of this letter we convey our concerns that should be addressed in the NEPA
compliance document for this project, Section 2 of this letter addresses your Endanzered
Species Act (BSA) section 7 responsihilities.

Section |

We recognmize the need to address the population growth and associaled increasing traffic
congestion in this region and support and encourage the consideration of transit and multimodal
alternatives. If developed carefully. avording sensitive habitats and providing appropriate
bulfts, transit can cause fewer impacts to fish and wildlife while accommodating the increasing
transportation needs of the regon.

Indirect impacts should be fully analyzed in the EIS. New facility construction (e.g. 4 new
interchange or a new rail station) would have a permanent negative impact not only to the lund
on which 1t is built, but also to the adjacent habitat’s function and value. The proximity of new
structures, increased traffic, associated runofl] cnvironmental contaminants, potential for weeds,
possible impacts Lo groundwater from soil compaction, and increased noise, light, and activity
will have hogh direct and indircet impacts 1o the habitat value for wildlife. June 2008



We recommend that the EIS include analysis for the potential effects of this project to induce
growth. Population growth in Utah County has been rapid in the last decade resulting in the
conversion ol agricultural fields to either commereial or residential usage. Recent growth
patterns in the county reveal the impacl of new interchanges (e.g. Pleasant Grove) on
surrounding land use. A site proposed as a new inlerchange or transit station should be analyzed
relative Lo ils potential to increase growth in the surrounding area. The LIS should provide
analysis to determine il those new impacts would be significant.

The project arca contains wetlands, including streams, sceps, and springs, that provide important
habitat for a many species of macroinverlebrates, amphibians, reptiles, [ish, birds, mammals,
plants, und pollinators. Impacts to these areas should be avoided to the greatest extent possible.
Lipland bullers around wetlands are also critical in providing a zone of protection between arcas
of development and the wetlands. In addition, buffers provide movement corridors for wetland
species, nesting habitat, and upland foraging habitat. Impacts to both wetlands and bulters
should he considered in the development of specific designs for road cxpansion or transit
development.

Riparian areas, including non-wetland riparian areas, are the single most productive wildlife
habitat type in North America. They support a greater variely of wildlife than any other habitat,
and provide critical nesting and foraging habitat for migratory birds. Riparian vegetation plays
#n tmporlant role in protecting streams, reducing crosion and sedimentation as well as improving
water quality, maintaining the waler table, controlling flooding, and providing shade and cover.
In view of their importance and relative scarcily, impacts to riparian areas should be avoided to
the extent possible, and unavoidable impacts should be fully mitigated.

Exeentive Order 13186 on the Responsibilities of Federal Agencies to Protect Migratory Birds
specifies the need to avoid or minimize adverse impacts on migratory bird resources when
conducting ageney actions, as well as the feed to restore and enhance the habitat of migratory
birds. Accordingly, we recommend an assessment of the impacts this project would have an
associated migratory bird habitat, and a discussion of polential means to offset these possible
impacts. For construction activilies occurring in the spring and summer, we recommend that you
conduct surveys for migratory birds to assist in your efforts to comply with the Migratory Bird
Treaty Act (MBTA) (16 U.S.C. 702-712) and E.0O. 13146, Particular emphasis should be given
to species on the Service’s 2002 List of Birds of Conservation Coneern and species that are listed
among the Ulah Parlners in Flight Priority Species. Species on this list are considered high
conservation priovities; we encourage proactive management, planning of projects to minimize
impacts, and building habitat improvements into the project plan where feasible, to help prevent
further decline.

To help meet responsibilities under the MBTA and E.O. 12186, we recommend you conduct
construction activities outside critical breeding seasons for migratory birds, minimize temporary
and long-term habitat losses, and mitigate unavoidable habitat losses. Tf some portion of your
mitigation includes off-site habital enhancement, it should be in-kind and either within the
walershed of the impacted habitat or within the foraging range of the habitat-dependent species,
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The project has potential to affect deer and elk winter range and movement corridors. Stream
drainages tend to be wildlife conduits and have higher potential for wildlife activity. To
minimize problems associated with wildlife accessing the highway we recommend particular
allention be given o constructing wildlife-friendly culverts and/or underpasses for arcas with
sipnificant wildlifc use. We recommend coordination with Utah Division of Wildlife Resources
(UDWR) to determine appropriate locations and suitable designs [or crossing structures.

There arc known populations of spotted frogs in or near the project area in Utah County. This
species should be added to your list of “key environmental issves.” We rccommend thatl you
contaclt Krissy Wilson (801-491-5655) with the UDWR, to determine these locations,

The LIS should address the potential for contamination from highway and rail tracks, both the
inpacts from stormwater runoell and from vmintentional spills from wrecks.

As with all projects that will create surface disturbance, there is potential for introduction and
spread of invasive species. All possible measures should be taken to prevent the introduction or
further proliferation of invasive species. Monitoring and control efforts should be implemented
lallowing construction. Revepelation seed mixes should, to the extent practicable, contain nalive
plants or non-natives that will not naturalize.

Section 2

Federal agencies have specilic additional responsibilities under section 7 of the ESA. To help
you fulfill these responsibilitics, we are providing an updated list of threatened (T), endangered
(L) and candidate (C) species that may occur within the area of influcnce of your proposed
action,

Common Name Scientific Name Status
Ute Ladies'-tresses Spiranthes dituvialis T
June Sucker! Chasmistes liorus E
Bald Eagle’ Haliveetus leucocephalus T
Western Yellow-billed Cuckoo Coceyzus americanus occidentalis &
Canada Lynx Lynx canadensis T

! Critical habitat designated in this county
*Winlering populations {eoly five knewn nesling pairs in Ulishl,

The proposed action should be reviewed and a delermination made if the action will alleet any
listed species or their critical habitat. If it is determined by the Federal agency, with the written
concurrence of the Service, that the action is not likely to adversely affect listed species or
critical habitat. the consultation process is complete, and no [urther action is neceésﬂr}f.

Formal consultation (50 CFR 402.14) is required il the Federal agency determines that an action
15 “likely to adversely affect” a listed species or will result in jeopardy or adverse modification of
critical habitat (50 CFR 402.02). Federal agencies should also confer with the Service on any
action which is likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any proposed species or result in
the destruction or adverse modification of proposed critical habitat (50 CFR 402.10). A written
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request for formal consultation or conference should be submitted to the Service with a
completed biological assessment and any other relevant information (50 CFR 402.12).

Candidate species have no legal protection under the ESA. Candidate species are those specics
for which we have on file sufficient information to support issuance of a proposed rule to list
under the ESA, Identification of candidate species can assist environmental planning efforts by
providing advance notice of potential listings, allowing resource managers to alleviate threats
and, thereby, possibly remove the need to list species as endangered or threatened, Fven if we
subsequently list tis candidate species, the early notice provided here could resull in fewer
restrichions on activities by prompting candidate conservation measures to alleviate threats (o this
species.

Only a Federal agency can enter into formal ESA section 7 consullation with the Service, A
Federal ageney may designate a non-Federal representative to conduct informal consultation or
prepare a biological assessment by giving written notice to the Service of such a designation,
The ultimate responsibility for compliance with ESA section 7, however, remains with the

Federal aponey,

Your attention is also dirceted w scetion 7(d) of the ESA, as amended, which underscores the
requirement that the Federal agency or the applicant shall not make any irreversible or
irretricvable commitment of resources during the consultation period which, in effect, waould
deny the formulation or implementation of reasonable and prudent alternatives reparding their
aclions on any endangered or threatened species.

Please note that the peregrine falcon which occurs in all counties of Utah was removed from the
federal list of endanpered and threatened species per Final Rule of August 25, 1999 (64 IR
46542). Protection is still provided for this species under authority of the Migratory Bird Treaty
Act (16 LL5.C, 703 712) which makes it unlawful to take, kill, or possess migratory birds, their
parts, nests, or eggs. When talking of nugratory birds 1s determined by the applicant to be the
only alternative, application for federal and state permits must be made through the appropriate
authorities. For take of raptors, their nests, or ¢ges, Migratory Bird Permits must be obtained
through the Service's Migratory Bird Permit Office in Denver at (303) 236 8171.

We recommend use of the Urah Field Office Guidelines for Rupior Protection from Human and
Land Use Disturbances which were developed in part to provide consistent application of raptor
protection measures statewide and provide full compliance with environmental laws regarding
raptor proteetion. Raptor surveys and mitigation measures are provided in the Raptor Guidelines
as recommendations to ensure that proposed projects will avoid adverse impacts to raptors,
imcluding the peregnne falcon,
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The following is a list of species that may eccur within the project area and are managed under
Conservation Agreements/Strategics. Project plans should be designed o meet the goals and
objeclives of these Conservation Agreements.

Commeon Name Scientific Name
Bonneville Cutthroat Trout Oncorfivachus clarki utah
Spolled Frog Rana lutciventris

We appreciate the opportunity to provide these comments. If you need further assistance, please
contact Betsy Herrmann, Ecologist, at the letterhead address or (801) 975-3330 ext 139,

Sincer

L ALt

Henry R. Maddux
Utah Field Supervisor

o BFA (Autn: Stephanie Nash, Environmental Review Technician, Branch of Federal

Activitics, 4401 N, Fuirfax Dr., Room 400, Arlington, VA 22203)
OEPC (Attn: Bob Stewart, P.O. Box 25007, D-108 Denver Federal Center, Denver,
CO 80225-0007)

FWS — Denver (Attn: Connic Young-Dubovsky, NEPA Coordinator)

FHWA — SLC (Attn: Jeffrey Bemna)

UDWR - Springville (Attn: Doug Sakaguchi)

EPA — Denver (Attn: Dave Ruiter)
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United States Department of the Interior
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
INTERMOUNTAIN REGION
Intermountain Support Office
12795 West Alameda Parkway

PO Box 25287
Dcnver, Colorado 80225-0287

October 8, 2004

Jeffrey Berna

Environmental Specialist
Federal Highway Administration
2520 West 4700 South, Ste 9A
Salt Lake City, UT 84118

Subject: Comments on the Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for 1-15
Improvements, from Santaguin to the 10600 South Interchange

Dear Mr, Berna:

The National Park Scrvice has reviewed the proposed project in relation to any possible conflicts with the Land
and Water Conservation Fund (L&WCT) and the Urban Park and Recreation Recovery programs. The
proposed study area may include one L& WCF property, 49-00305K Spanish Fork North Park, which should
be considered during the preparation of the Environmental Impact Statement.

We recommend you consult directly with the official who administers the L& WCF program in the State of
Utah to determine any potential conflicts with section 6(f)(3) of the L&WCF Act (Public Law 88-578, as
aimended). This section states:

"No property acquired or developed with assistance under this section shall, without the approval of
the Sceretary [of the Interior], be converted to other than public outdoor recreation uses. The
Secretary shall approve such conversion only if he finds it to be in accord with the ten existing
comprehensive statewide outdoor recreation plan and only upon such conditions as he deems
necessary 1o assurc the substitution of other recrealion properlics of at least equal fair market value
and of reasonably equivalent usefulness and location.”

The administrator for the L&WCT program in Utah is Mr. Lyle Bennett, Grants Coordinator, Utah Division of
Parks and Recreation, 1594 West North Temple, Suite 116, Salt Lake City, Utah 84116, Mr, Bennett's phone
number is 801-538-7354.

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on this project. If you have any questions, please contact
Terree Klanecky, Outdoor Recreation Planner, in our Midwest Regional Office at (402) 661-1556.

Sincerely,

Cheryl Eckhardt
NEPA/106 Specialist

TAKE PRIDE
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d. Coordinate and provide supportive public information regarding the June
sucker recovery program

e. Develop wetland banking opportunities

f. Identify other commitments through coordination efforts that are not
identified herein to support the restoration effort '

The level of commitment forthcoming as per this agreement will be agreed to by all Parties.
Commitments will not be in excess of available resources, funding or otherwise. Commitments

and/or contributions must be identified and committed in writin g to by FHWA and UDOT before
the restoration is complete.

It is the responsibility of all Parties to ensure the intent of this Agreement is adhered to and
followed through by the Parties.

Cancellation or modification of this understanding shall be made by mutual consent, signéd and
dated by the Parties.

SIGNATURES

Utah Department of Transportation

S g

- [
Brent Jensen Date
UDOT Environmental Director

United States Department of the Interior Fish and Wildlife Service

Xﬁ M | 812/02

Hen}ff R. Maddux Date
Field Supervisor ' '
Utah Field Office

~ Federal Highway Administration

o . S o

David Gibbs, P.E. | Date
Division Administrator
FHWA Utah Division
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REFERENCES

1 Endangered Species Consultation Handbook, Procedures for Conducting Consultation
and Conference Activities Under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Acts, March
1998. | _

2 Biological Assessment for Replacing the Geneva Road and Utah Lake State Park

Bridges, Provo River, Utah, 18 July, 2003.
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Memorandum of Understanding

This Memorandum of Understanding (MOU), is made between the FEDERAL HIGHWAY
ADMINISTRATION (FHWA), the UTAH DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (UDOT),
and the UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR FISH AND WILDLIFE ‘
SERVICE (USFWS), collectively referred to herein as the “Parties.”

PURPOSE

Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (Act) provides some of the most valuable tools to
conserve threatened and endangered species, assist in their recovery and help protect critical
habitat. It directs all Federal agencies to determine how to use their existing authorities to further
the purposes of the Act to aid in recovering listed species, and to address existing and potential
conservation issues. Section 7(a)(1) directs all Federa] agencies to use their existing authorities
to conserve threatened and endangered species. Section 7(a)(2), directs all Federal agencies that
permit, fund, or carry out activities must consult with the Fish and Wildlife Service as
appropriate, to ensure that its actions will not jeopardize the continued existence of any listed
species.

"The purpose of this MOU is to establish an agreement for the cooperation of the Parties in the
recovery of the June sucker by the June Sucker Recovery Implementation Program (Recovery
Program). The Recovery Program is an interagency recovery program, sponsored by USFWS,/
designed for recovery of the June sucker while allowing for water development and other _
development in the Utah Lake drainage basin. The Recovery Program is designed to coordinate,
fund and implement recovery actions. One major recovery action is the restoration of the lower
Provo River to allow for better survival of June sucker and overall ecosystem health.

In compliance with Section 7(a)(2) of ESA, Interagency consultation, FHWA and UDOT is
consulting with USFWS on several transportation related projects (bridge and hi ghway
improvements) in the area of the Provo River and Utah Lake. Because of development and
channelization in the lower Provo River, recovery of the June sucker can only be accomplished
through restoration of the Provo River. River restoration and other recovery actions are
anticipated to improve the status of June sucker such that existing and planned development does
not adversely affect the species. By providing some level of commitment and/or contribution to
the Recovery Program, the FHWA and UDOT are contributing parties to the success of this

project and preventing adverse impacts from their proposed transportation projects.

UNDERSTANDING

Through signature of this document, the FHW A and UDOT agree to provide some level of
commitment and/or contribution to the restoration of the lower Provo River and/or to the _
Recovery Program to promote success and effectiveness. This commitment, not as yet specified,
must be agreed to by all Parties and may include, but not be limited to, those items listed below.
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In this role, the FHWA and UDOT agree to be a commiitted and effective partner to the Recovery
Program in restoration of the lower Provo River or other recovery actions in the lower Provo
‘River for the June sucker.

COMMITMENTS
The Parties agree to the following immediate coordination activities:

1. Continued cooperation on projects for which FHWA and UDOT have jurisdiction
and authority within the June Sucker critical habitat as listed in the cumulative
effects section of the biological assessment”. These projects are:

a. The Geneva Road/Provo River bridge replacement project
b. The Utah State Park (Center Street)/Provo River bridge replacement
project
-c. The I-15/Provo River project (future project)

Other Projects Planned by Provo City
The Independence Avenue/Provo River project (future project)
The Provo City project near 3100 West project (future project)

2. Cooperation includes clear and timely completion of responsibilities in
compliance with Section 7 of ESA. Specifically this includes:

a. Ongoing communication and notification of project status and Section 7
compliance to USFWS by FHWA and UDOT

b. Prompt turn-around of Section 7 review of these projects by USFWS to
FHWA and UDOT _ :

c. Collaboration on specific aspects of project planning that would mutually
benefit the June sucker, Provo River, Utah Lake and/or the community
thereby improving likelihood of recovery of June sucker.

3. Coordination among the parties on projects within the Provo River area to allow
enhancement of the critical habitat for June sucker.

4. Identify opportunities throughout the planning and implementation of the

restoration for FHWA and/or UDOT to contribute to the restoration effort and/or
. the Recovery Program through in-kind effort, funding, project planning, agency

support or other means as agreed to by the Parties. Possible contributions could
include: - _

a. Assist with transportation activities related to restoration

b. Assist with construction activities where suitable and necessary to the
restoration :

c. Coordinate with the USFWS during project planning and design to
improve the effectiveness of restoration '
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MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT
BETWEEN
THE FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION,
AND
THE UTAH STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE
REGARDING

PROJECT #: IN-NH-15-6(149)245E:
I-156 RECONSTRUCTION, SOUTH PAYSON INTERCHANGE TO 12300 SOUTH,
UTAH COUNTY, UTAH

WHEREAS, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) proposes to undertake PROJECT #:
IN-NH-15-6(149)245E: 1-15 RECONSTRUCTION, SOUTH PAYSON INTERCHANGE TO 12300 SOUTH,
UTAH COUNTY, UTAH, which involves widening and reconstructing I-15 from the American Fork Main Street
interchange to the Spanish Fork US-6 interchange, for a length of approximately 43 miles; and

WHEREAS, the FHWA taken into account the effects of PROJECT #:IN-NH-15-6(149)245E: 1-15
RECONSTRUCTION, SOUTH PAYSON INTERCHANGE TO 12300 SOUTH, UTAH COUNTY, UTAH on
historic properties and has determined that this undertaking will have an adverse effect on three (3) historic
properties eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places. FHWA has consulted with the Utah
State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800, regulations implementing Section
106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 470f); and

WHEREAS, in accordance with 36 CFR 800.6(a)(1), the FHWA has notified the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation (Council) of its adverse effect determination with specified documentation and the
Council has chosen not to participate in the consultation pursuant to 36 CFR 800.6(a)(1)(iii);

WHEREAS, Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) has participated in the consultation, and
been invited to concur;

NOW, THEREFORE, the FHWA and the Utah SHPO agree that the undertaking shall be implemented
in accordance with the following stipulations in order to take into account the effect of the undertaking on
historic properties.

STIPULATIONS
The FHWA shall ensure that the following measures are carried out:

l. DOCUMENTATION OF HISTORIC PROPERTIES TO BE DEMOLISHED FOR THE
SUBJECT PROJECT: UDOT shall record the three (3) historic properties adversely affected
by this undertaking according to the following measures:

A. UDOT shall record the following two (2) properties listed below to the Utah State
Intensive Level Survey (ILS) Standards, with the exception of the completion of “Section
5: History” on the ILS form, in advance of construction activity. Submittals to the SHPO
will include ILS forms and photographs. Photographs shall be taken and submitted in
either a digital or standard film format. Digital photographs shall be submitted on a gold
CD, with photographs printed in black and white on glassy, high quality photo paper.
Photographs taken with standard film shall be submitted as 3-1/2” x5 black and white
prints printed on glossy, high-quality photo paper, and submitted with the negatives.

1) 150 West 300 South, American Fork
2) 360 West 200 South, American Fork

B. UDOT shall record the following bridge listed below to the Utah State Intensive Level
Survey (ILS) Standards. Submittal to the SHPO will include the full ILS form, as well as

copies of the original drawings of the bridge and photographs in the format described in
the paragraph above.

1) Provo Viaduct (D-413) on SR-114
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DOCUMENTATION OF HISTORIC BRIDGES IN UTAH COUNTY: UDOT shall record post-
WWII bridges constructed in Utah County dating from the period 1946-1965 according to the
following measures:

e UDOT anticipates that approximately 30 bridges in Utah County will be documented.
O Bridges constructed between 1946-1965 as part of the federal interstate system
will not be recorded, as they are not subject to the provisions of Section 106 of
the National Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 470f), as per the Exemption
Regarding Historic Preservation Review Process for Effects to the Interstate
Highway Notice issued by the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation in the
Federal Register on March 10, 2005.

o Documentation of bridges will be completed by a contractor selected by UDOT and will
be completed by or under the direct supervision of a person or persons meeting or
exceeding the Secretary of the Interior's Historic Preservation Professional Qualification
Standards for History (36 CFR 61 Appendix A).

e The bridges will be documented using the Utah State Intensive Level Survey (ILS)
Standards and documented on ILS forms. The information to be gathered on a site form
for the intensive level for each bridge recording shall include, but not be limited to,
location, location map, copies of original drawings, date of construction, contractor,
copies of historic photographs, current photographs, and a description of the bridge.

e The bridges will also be recorded on Reconnaissance Level Survey (RLS) forms for
inclusion in the SHPO Historic Sites database.

e Photographs shall be taken and submitted in either a digital or standard film format.
Digital photographs shall be submitted on a gold CD, with photographs printed in black
and white on glassy, high quality photo paper. Photographs taken with standard film shall
be submitted as 3-1/2" x 5" black and white prints printed on glossy, high-quality photo
paper, and submitted with the negatives.

o Submittals to SHPO will consist of ILS forms and RLS forms.

REPORTING: The FHWA shall ensure that any/all reports on activities carried out pursuant
to this agreement are provided to the SHPO, the Council, the signatories to this MOA, and
upon request, to any other interested parties.

PERSONNEL QUALIFICATIONS: The FHWA shall ensure that all historic work carried out
pursuant to this agreement is completed by or under the direct supervision of a person or
persons meeting or exceeding the Secretary of the Interior's Historic Preservation
Professional Qualification Standards for History (36 CFR 61 Appendix A).

DURATION: This agreement will be null and void if its terms are not carried out within five (5)
years from the date of its execution. Prior to such time, the FHWA may consult with the other
signatories to reconsider the terms of the agreement and amend it in accordance with
Stipulation VII below.

DISCOVERY: In accordance with 36 CFR 800.13(b), the UDOT and the FHWA are providing
for the protection, evaluation, and treatment of any historic property discovered prior to or
during construction. UDOT Standard Specifications Section 01355, Part 1.13, Discovery of
Historical, Archaeological or Paleontological Objects, Features, Sites, Human Remains,
Migratory Avian Species, will be enforced during this project. This specification stipulates
procedures to be followed should any archaeological, historic, or paleontological resources
be discovered during construction of the project. These procedures are as follows:

A. Immediately suspend construction operations in the vicinity of the discovery if a
suspected historic, archeological or paleontological item, feature, or site is encountered,
or if suspected human remains or encountered.

B. Verbally notify the engineer of the nature and exact location of the findings.
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C. The Engineer contacts the UDOT region staff archaeologist, who will assess the nature
of the discovery and determine the necessary course of action.

D. Notify the Engineer who in turn notifies the Region Environmental Manager and the
UDOT Wildlife Biologist if bats or migratory birds are discovered on structures.

E. Protect the discovered objects or features and provide written confirmation of the
discovery to the Engineer within two calendar days.

F. The Engineer keeps the Contractor informed concerning the status of the restriction.
1. The time necessary for the Department to handle the discovered item, feature,
or site is variable, dependent on the nature and condition of the discovered
item.
2. The Engineer will provide written confirmation when work may resume in the
area.

Should a discovery occur, the FHWA will consult with the SHPO and the Council in
accordance with 36 CFR 800.13(b)(3) toward developing and implementing an
appropriate treatment plan prior to resuming construction.

DISPUTE RESOLUTION: Should any party to this agreement object at any time to any
actions proposed or the manner in which the terms of this MOA are implemented, the FHWA
shall consult with the objecting parties to resolve the objection. If the FHWA determines,
within 30 days, that the objection(s) cannot be resolved, the FHWA will:

A. Forward all documentation relevant to the dispute to the Council in accordance with
36 CFR 800.2(b)(2). Upon receipt of adequate documentation, the Council shall
review and advise the FHWA on the resolution of the objection within 30 days. Any
comment provided by the Council, and all comments from the parties to the MOA,
will be taken into account by the FHWA in reaching a final decision regarding the
dispute.

B. If the Council does not provide comments regarding the dispute within 30 days after
receipt of adequate documentation, the FHWA may render a decision regarding the
dispute. In reaching its decision, the FHWA will take into account all comments
regarding the dispute from the parties to the MOA.

C. The FHWA'’s responsibility to carry out all other actions subject to the terms of this
MOA that are not the subject of the dispute remain unchanged. The FHWA will
notify all parties of its decision in writing before implementing that portion of the
undertaking subject to dispute under this stipulation. The FHWA's decision will be
final.

Further, at any time during implementation of the measures stipulated in this agreement
should an objection to any such measure be raised by a member of the public, the FHWA
shall take the objections into account and consult as needed with the objecting party, the
SHPO, or the Council to resolve the objection.

AMENDMENTS AND NONCOMPLIANCE: If any signatory to this MOA, including any invited
signatory, determines that its terms will not or cannot be carried out or that an amendment to
its terms must be made, that party shall immediately consult with the other parties to develop
an amendment to this MOA pursuant to 36 CFR 800.6(c)(7) and 800.6(c)(8). The
amendment will be effective on the date a copy signed by all of the original signatories is filed
with the Council. If the signatories cannot agree to appropriate terms to amend the MOA,
any signatory may terminate the agreement in accordance with Stipulation VIll, below.

TERMINATION: If an MOA is not amended following the consultation set out in
Stipulation VI, it may be terminated by any signatory or invited signatory. Within 30 days
following termination, the FHWA shall notify the signatories if it will initiate consultation to
execute an MOA with the signatories under 36 CFR 800.6(c)(1) or request the comments
of the Council under 36 CFR 800.7(a) and proceed accordingly.
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Execution of this Memorandum of Agreement by the FHWA, the Utah SHPO, and the UDOT, and the
submission of documentation and filing of this Memorandum of Agreement with the Council pursuant to 36
CFR 800.6(b)(1)(iv) prior to FHWA's approval of this undertaking, and implementation of its terms, serves as
evidence that the FHWA has taken into account the effects of this undertaking on historic properties, and has
afforded the Council an opportunity to comment on PROJECT #: IN-NH-15-6(149)245E: [-15

RECONSTRUCTION, SOUTH PAYSON INTERCHANGE TO 12300 SOUTH, UTAH COUNTY, UTAH.
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s/ic/gs
FHWA Division Administrator y Date

UTAH STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE

ﬁ/(/ - W §- &- 2008

Wilson G. Martin, Utah SHPO Date

INVITED SIGNATORIES:
UTAH DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

@Jﬁq«-«— F-29- 08

Dave Na@T Region 3 Director Date
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Preserving America's Heritage

March 4, 2008

Mis. Elizabeth Giraud, AICP
Architectural Historian

Utah Department of Transportation
Calvin Rampton Complex

4501 South 2700 West

Salt Lake City, Utah 84119

Re: I-15 Reconstruction: South Payson to 12300 South
Utah and Salt Lake Counties, Utah

Dear Ms. Giraud:

On February 20, 2008, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) received your notification
regarding the adverse effects of the referenced undertaking. Based upon the information you provided, we
have concluded that Appendix A, Criteria for Council Involvement in Reviewing Individual Section 106
Cases, of our regulations, “Protection of Historic Properties” (36 CFR Part 800), does not apply to this
undertaking. Accordingly, we do not believe that our participation in the consultation to resolve adverse
effects is needed. However, if we receive a request for participation from the Utah State Historic
Preservation Office (SHPO), affected Indian tribe, a consulting party, or other party, we may reconsider
this decision. Additionally, should circumstances change, and you determine that our participation is
needed to conclude the consultation process, please notify us.

Pursuant to 36 CFR §800.6(b)(1)(iv), you will need to file the final Memorandum of Agreement (MOA),
developed in consultation with the Utah SHPO, Indian tribes, and other consulting partics, and related
documentation at the conclusion of the consultation process. The filing of this MOA with the ACHP and
fulfillment of its stipulations are required to complete your compliance responsibilities under Section 106
of the National Historic Preservation Act.

Thank you for providing us with your notification of adverse effect. If you have any questions or require
further assistance, please contact me at (202) 606-8520 or kharris@achp.gov.

Sincerely,

Katry Harris

Historic Preservation Specialist
Office of Federal Agency Programs

ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION

1100 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Suite 803 ® Washington, DC 20004

June 2008
Phone: 202-606-8503 ® Fax: 202-606-8647 ® achp@achp.gov ® www.achp.gov
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

JOHN R. NJORD, P.E.

'“ m,,sf‘.g;. Executive Director
S 1056
wdstesnt’ CARLOS M. BRACERAS, P.E.
State Of Utah Deputy Director

JON M. HUNTSMAN, JR.
Governor

GARY R. HERBERT
Lieutenant Governor

May 19, 2008

Don Klima, Director

Office of Federal Agency Programs
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
1100 Pennsylvania Ave, NW, Suite 803
Washington, D.C, 20004

Subject: UDOT Project Number: IN-NH-15-6(149)245E; I-15 Reconstruction, South Payson
Interchange to 12300 South, Utah County, Utah.
Submission of Memorandum of Agreement.

Dear Mr. Klima:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), and the Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) are
proposing to widen and reconstruct I-15 from the South Payson interchange in Utah County to the 12300
South interchange in Salt Lake County, Utah.

Pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.6(a)(1), UDOT previously notified the Council of the subject project’s adverse
effect finding in February 2008 and the Council declined to participate in consultation. Pursuant to 36
CFR 800.6(b)(1)(iv), the FHWA and the UDOT are providing the signed Memorandum of Agreement
(MOA) negotiated between the FHWA and the Utah State Historic Preservation Officer to mitigate
adverse effects of this project. The documentation specified in 36 CFR 800.11(e) was previously
submitted and there have been no revisions or additions.

Measures to avoid or minimize the undertaking’s adverse effects consisted of evaluating a range of build
alternatives through an Environmental Impact Statement in compliance with the National Environmental
Policy Act. Impacts to all resources were considered in relation to roadway design modifications, safety
standards, and cost-effectiveness.

Native American consultation was initiated through letters sent to the Uinta and Ouray Ute, the Northwest
Band of the Shoshone Nation, the Shoshonoe-Bannock Tribes, The Goshute Tribal Council, the Skull
Valley Band of Goshutes and the Shoshone Tribe of the Wind River reservation. Only the Confederated
Tribes of the Goshute Nation responded, indicating that the tribe had no comment or objection.

Region Three Headquarters, 658 North 1500 West, Orem, Utah 84057
telephone 801-227-8000 « facsimile 801-227-8061 = www.udot.utah.gov
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Public hearings were held on December 13 and 15, 2007, in American Fork and Provo, Utah. A notice to
the public of the adverse effects on historic properties from the project was placed in the Salt Lake
Tribune and Deseret News on December 1 and 6, 2007. No comments were received during the 30-day
comment period.

The filing of this MOA with the Council signifies completion of the Section 106 process under the
National Historic Preservation Act by FHWA and UDOT. Should you have any questions or need
additional information, please feel free to contact me at (801) 227-8062 or jelsken@utah.gov.

jmﬂﬁ e

Jennifer Elsken
NEPA/NHPA Specialist
UDOT Region 3

Enclosure

cc: Merrell Jolley, UDOT Region 3
Rich Crosland, UDOT Region 3

I-15 Reconstruction, 2
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CONFEDERATED TRIBES
of the

L
R2)
62 ,
% % GOSHUTE RESERVATION
P.O. BOX 6104
IBAPAH, UTAH 84034
\ PHONE (435) 234-1138

FAX (435) 234-1162

May 30, 2007

Carlos C. Machado

U.S. Department of Transportation
Utah Division

2520 West 4700 South, Ste. 9A
Salt Lake City, Utah 84118-1847

Dear Mr. Machado:
Reference your letter dated May 25, 2007 regarding Project N.o.IN-NH-‘I 5-6(149)245E.
The Confederated Tribes of the Goshute Reservation does not have any comments or

objections to the proposed project.

If additional information is needed, please contact me at 435.234.1138

Sincerely,

Ed Naranjo
Tribal Administrator
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FAX No. 8012278056 P. 006
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MAY/29/2007/TUE 10:32 AM  UDOT Region

S
U.S. Department Utah Division 2520 West 4700 South, Ste. 8A
Of Transportation Salt Lake City, UT 84118-1847

Federal Highway
Administration

May 25, 2007

File: IN-NH-15-8(149)245E

Rupert Steele, Chairman
Goshute Tribal Council
BIA Route One

Ibapah, UT 84034

SUBJECT: Project #: IN-NH-15-6(149)245E
[-156 South Corridor

Dear Mr. Steele:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) are
preparing an Environmental Impact Statement for potential improvermnents to 1-15 from the South Payson
interchange to 106800 South in Salt Lake County.

In accordance with the regulations published by the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, 36 CFR
Part 800, we are requesting that you advise if there are any historic properties of traditional rellglous
and/or cultural importance that may be affected by this undertaking.

During the EIS process, which originated in 2004, the following has occurred as we have proceeded
through the alternatives development and impact analysis phases of the National Environmental Policy
Act.

» Considerable conceptual engineering has been conducted on 1-156 that has resulted in proposed
widening, reconstruction of interchanges, proposed new intaerchangss, and consideration of frontage
road options between Provo and Orem. The proposed improvements to the I-15 mainline largely
would oscur within the existing highway right-of-way; however, interchange reconstruction and
frontage road options would require additional right-of-way. This additional right-of-way would be
contiguous with the existing highway. - ' ;

» Commuter Rail Transit, which was Inltially studied in this EIS, has been separated from this study and
will now proceed separately under the Utah Transit Autherity's local environmental process.

As FHWA and UDOT continue the development of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, including
compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, we request your input on any
historic properties of traditional religious and/or cultural importance that may be adjacent to the existing |-
15 corridor. Please be assured that we will maintain strict confidentiality about certain types of
Information regarding traditional religious and/or cultural historic properties that rmight be affected by this

proposed undertaking.

We would be pleased to meet with you or a designated representative of the Skull Valley Band of
Goshutes to review our conceptual engineering design and address any questions or concerns that you

may have.

MOVING T HE ="
AMERICAN /
ECONOMY { =
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A response within 30 days would be appreciated should you have concerns about this project. Please

feel free to contact me at 801-963-0078 ext. 231 to answer any questions or provide any additional
information.

‘Thank you for your attention to this project notification and any comments you may have.

Sincerely yours,

ek -

Carlog C. Machado
Program Manager

Enclosure

IDENTICAL COPIES OF THIS LETTER SENT TO THE FOLLOWING:

Tribal Contacts List For: Project #: IN-NH-15-8(149)245E, PIN: 4155

Project Description: I-15 South Corridor
Original to: , CC to:
Rupert Steele 22707A 6.1.4:8.2.5: AR PC5

Ed Narajano, Tribe Administrator

Cassandra Bullcreek, Vice Chairpersen

MOVING THME s

AMERICAN zi},
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o
U.S. Department Utah Division 2520 West 4700 South, Ste. 9A
Of Transportation Salt Lake City, UT 84118-1847

Federal Highway
Administration

May 25, 2007

File: IN-NH-15-6(148)245E

Mr. fvan Wongan, Chairperson
Northwestern Band of the Shoshone Nation
427 North Main Street, Suite 101

Pocatello, ID 83204

SUBJECT: Project #: IN-NH-15-6(149)245E
|-15 South Cerridor

Dear Mr. Wongan:

The Federal Highway Adminlstration (FHWA) and the Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) are
preparing an Environmental Impact Statement for potential improvements to 1-15 from the South Payson
interchange to 10600 South in Salt Lake County.

In accordance with the regulations published by the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, 36 CFR
Part B0O, we are requesting that you advise if there are any historic properties of traditional religious
and/or cultural importance that may be affected by this undertaking.

During the EIS process, which ariginated in 2004, the following has occurred as we have proceeded
through the alternatives development and impact analysis phases of the National Environmental Policy

Act,

« Conslderable conceptual engineering has been conducted on 1-15 that has resulted in proposed

" widening, reconstruction of interchanges, proposed new interchanges, and consideration of frontage
road options between Provo and Orem. The proposed improvernents to the I-15 mainline largely
would occur within the existing highway right-of-way; however, interchange reconstruction and
frontage road options would require additional right-of-way. This additional right-of-way would bs
contiguous with the existing highway.

» Cornmuter Rail Transit, which was initially studied in this EIS, has been separated from this study and
will now proceed separately under the Utah Transit Authority’s local environmental process.

As FHWA and UDQOT continue the development of the Draft Environmental Impact Statemnent, including
compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, we request your input on any
historic properties of fraditional religious and/or cultural importance that may be adjacent to the existing I-
15 corridor. Please be assured that we will maintain strict canfidentiality about certain types of
information regarding traditional religious and/or cultural historic properties that might be affected by this

proposed undertaking.

We would be pleased to meet with you or a designated representative of the Skull Valley Band of
Goshutes to review our conceptual engineering design and address any gquestions or concerns that you

rmay have.
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A response within 30 days would be appreciated should you have cohcerns about this project. Please
feel free to contact ime at B01-963-0078 ext. 231 to answer any questions or provide any additional
information. '

Thank you for your attention to this project noftification and any comments you may have,

Sincerely yours,

L

Carlos\C. Machado
Program Manager

Enclosure

IDENTICAL COPIES OF THIS LETTER SENT TO THE FOLLOWING:

Tribal Contacis List For: Project #: IN-NH-15-6(149)245E, PIN: 4155
Project Description: 1-15 South Corridor
Original to; CC to;
Mr. lvan Wongan 22707A 6.1.4,6.2.5, AR PC5
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A response within 30 days would be appreciated should you have congerns about this project. Please
fael fres to contact me at 801-863-0078 ext, 231 to answer any questions or provide any additional
information.

Thank you for your attention to this project notification and any comments you may have.

Sincerely yours,

Carlog C, Machado
Program Manager

Fnclosure

IDENTICAL COPIES OF THIS LETTER SENT TO THE FOLLOWING:

Tribal Contacts List For: Project #: IN-NH-15-6(148)245E, PIN: 4155
Project Description; I-15 South Corridor
Original to: CC to:
Mr. Alenzo Coby 22707A 6.1.4; 6.2.5, AR PC5
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>

U.S. Department Utah Division 2520 West 4700 South, Ste. 8A
Of Transportation Salt Lake City, UT 84118-1847

Federal Highway
Administration

May 25, 2007

File: IN-NH-15-6(149)245E

Mr. Vernon Hill

Business Committee

Shoshone Tribe of Wind River Reservation
PO BOX 217

Fort Washakie, WY 82514

SUBJECT: Project #: IN-NH-15-6(149)245E
1~15 South Corridor

Dear Mr. Hill:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) are
preparing an Environmental Impact Statement for potential improvements to I-15 from the South Payson

interchange to 10800 South in Salt Lake County.

In accerdance with tha regulations published by the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, 36 CFR
Part 800, we are requesting that you advise if there are any historic propeities of traditional religious
and/or cultural importance that may be affected by this undertaking.

During the EIS process, which criginated in 2004, the following has occurred as we have proceeded
through the alternatives development and impact analysis phases of the National Environmental Pohcy

Act.

e Considerable conceptual engineering has been conducted on 1-15 that has resulfed in proposed
widening, reconstruction of interchanges, proposed new interchanges, and consideration of frontage
road options between Provo and Orem. Thse proposed improvements to the |-15 mainline largely
would occur within the existing highway right-of-way; however, interchange reconstruction and
frontage road options would require additional right-of-way. This additlonal nght— f-way would be
contiguous with the existing highway.

s Commuter Rail Translt, which was initially studied in this EIS, has been separated frorn this study and
will now proceed separately under the Utah Transit Authority's local environmental process,

As FHWA and UDOT continue the development of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, including
compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, we request your input on any
historic properties of traditional religious and/or cultural importance that may be adjacent to the existing |-
15 corridor. Please be assured that we will maintain strict confidentiality about certain types of
information regarding traditional religious and/or cultural historic properties that might be affected by this

proposed undertaking,

We would be pleased to meet with you or a designated representative of the Skull Valley Band of
Goshutes to review our conceptual engineering design and address any questions or concerns that you

may have.
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A response within 30 days would be appreciated should you have concerns about this project. Please
feel free to contact me at 801-953-0078 ext. 231 to answer any gquestions or provide any additional

information.

Thank you for your atention to this project notification and any comrments you may have.

Sincergly yours,

f ﬂc

C. Machado
Program Manager

Enclosure

IDENTICAL COPIES OF THIS LETTER SENT TO THE FOLLOWING:

Tribal Contacts List For: Project # IN-NH-15-6(149)245E, PIN: 4155
Project Description: 1-15 South Corridor
Original to: . CC to:
Mr. Vernon Hill 22707A 6.1.4; 6.2.5; AR PC5
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U.S. Department Utah Division 2520 West 4700 South, Ste. 9A

Of Transportation
Federal Highway
Administration

May 25, 2007

File: IN-NH-15-68(148)245E

Mr. Alonzo Coby, Tribal Chairman
Fort Hall Business Councll
Shoshone-Bannock Tribes

PO BOX 308

Fort Hall, ID 83201

SURJECT: Project #: IN-NH-15-6(148)245E
|-15 South Corridor

Dear Mr. Coby:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Utah Depattment of Transportation (UDOT) are
preparing an Environmental Impact Staternent for potential 1mprovaments to 1-15 from the South Payson

interchange fo 10800 South in Salt Lake County.

In accordance with the regulations published by the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, 36 CFR
Part 800, we are requesting that you advise If there are any historic properties of traditional religious
and/or cultural importance that may be affected by this undertaking.

During the EIS process, which originated in 2004, the following has occurred as we have proceeded
through the alternatives development and impact analysis phases of the National Environmental Policy

Act,

» Considerable conceptual engineering has been conducted on 1-15 that has resulted in proposed
widening, reconstruction of interchanges, proposed new interchanges, and consideration of frontage
road options between Provo and Orem. The proposed improvements to the [-15 mainline largely
would occur within the existing highway right-of-way; however, interchange reconstruction and
frontage road options would require additional right-of-way. This additional right-of-way would be
contiguous with the existing highway.

» Commuter Rail Transit, which was initially studied in this EIS, has been separated from this study and
will now proceed separately under the Utah Transit Authority's local environmental process.

As FHWA and UDOT continue the development of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, including
compliance with Section 108 of the National Historic Preservation Act, we request your input on any
historic properties of traditional religious and/or cultural importance thal may be adjacent to the existing |-
15 corridor. Please be assured that we will maintain strict confidentiality about certain types of
information regarding traditional religious and/or cultural historic properties that might be affected by this

proposed undertaking.

We would be pleased to meet with you or a designated representative of the Skull Valley. Band of
Goshutes fo review our conceptual engineering design and address any guestions or concerns that you
may have.
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U.S. Department Utah Division 2520 West 4700 South, Ste. BA
Of Transportation Salt Lake City, UT 84118-1847

Federal Highway ,
Administration :

May 25, 2007

File: IN-NH-15-6(149)245E

'

Leon Bear, Chairman

Skull Valley Band of Goshules
3359 S. Main Street #808
Salt Lake City, UT 84115

'SUBJECT Project #: IN-NH-15-6(149)245E
I1-15 South Corridor

Dear Mr. Bear:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Utah Departrnent of Transporiation (UDOT) are
preparing an Environmental Impact Statement for potential improvements to 1-15 fror the South Payson
interchange to 10600 South in Salt Lake County.

In accordance with the regulations published by the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, 38 CFR
Part 800, we are requesting that you advise if there are any historic properties of traditional religious
and/or cultural impertance that may be affected by this undertaking.

Durmg.the EIS process, which originated In 2004, the following has occurred as we have proceeded
through the alternatives development and impact analysis phases of the National Enwronmenta} Policy

Act.

e Considerable conceptual engineering has been conducted on [-15 that has resulted in proposed
widening, reconstruction of interchanges, proposed new interchanges, and conslderation of frontage
road options between Provo and Orem, The proposed improvements to the [-15 mainline largely
would occur within the existing highway right-of-way; however, interchanga reconstruction and
frontage road options wouid require additienal right- of ~way. This additional right-of-way would be

contiguous with the existing highway.

e Commuter Rail Transit, which was initially studied in this EIS, has baen separated from this study and
will now proceed separately under the Utah Transit Authority’s local environmental process,

As FHWA and UDOT continue the development of the Draft Environmental Impact Staternent, including
compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, we request your input on any
historic properties of traditional religious and/ar cultural Importance that may be adjacent to the existing |-
15 corridor. Please be assured that we will maintain strict confidentiality about certain types of
information regarding traditional religious and/or cultural historic properties that might be affected by this

praposed undertaking.

We would be pleased to meet with you or a designated representative of the Skull Valley Band of
Goshutes to review our conceptual engineering design and addrass any questions or concerns that you

may have.
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A response within 30 days would be appreciated should you have concerns about this project. Please
feel free to contact me at 801-863-0078 ext, 231 to answer any questions or provide any additional

information.

Thank you for your attention to this project notificatioh and any comments you may have.

Sincerely yours,
- dﬁ,o
v
Carlos C. Machado

Program Manager

Enclosure

IDENTICAL COPIES OF THIS LETTER SENT TO THE FOLLOWING:

Tribal Contacts List For: Project #: IN-NH-15-6(149)245E, PIN: 4155
' Project Description: 1-15 South Corridor
Original to: ' CCto;
Mr. Leon Bear 22707A 6.1.4;6.2,5 AR PCS
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U.S. Department Utah Division
Of Transportation 2520 West 4700 South, Ste. 9A
Federal Highway Salt Lake City, UT 84118-1847

Administration

September 26, 2007

Ms. Maxine Natchees, Chairperson
Uinta and Ouray Tribes

988 South 7500 East

P.O. Box 190

Fort Duchesne, Utah 84026

Subject: Project No.: IM-NH-15-6(149)245E
Project Description: 1-15 Corridor
Salt Lake and Utah Counties, Utah
Request to be a Consulting Party

Dear Ms. Natchees:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Utah Department of Transportation
(UDQT) are preparing an Environmental Impact Statement for potential improvements to I-15
from the South Payson interchange to 10600 South in Salt Lake County.

In accordance with the regulations published by the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation,
36 CFR Part 800, we are requesting that you advise if there are any historic properties of
traditional religious and/or cultural importance that may be affected by this undertaking.

During the EIS process, which originated in 2004, the following has occurred as we have
proceeded through the alternatives development and impact analysis phases of the National
Environmental Policy Act.

e Considerable conceptual engineering has been conducted on I-15 that has resulted in
proposed widening, reconstruction of interchanges, proposed new interchanges, and
consideration of frontage road options between Provo and Orem. The proposed
improvements to the I-15 mainline largely would occur within the existing highway right-of-
way; however, interchange reconstruction and frontage road options would require
additional right-of-way. This additional right-of-way would be contiguous with the existing
highway.

e Commuter Rail Transit, which was initially studied in this EIS, has been separated from
this study and will now proceed separately under the Utah Transit Authority’s local
environmental process.
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Project No.: IM-NH-15-6(149)245E
September 26, 2007
Page Two

As FHWA and UDOT continue the development of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement,
including compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, we request
your input on any historic properties of traditional religious and/or cultural importance that may
be adjacent to the existing I-15 corridor. Please be assured that we will maintain strict
confidentiality about certain types of information regarding traditional religious and/or cultural
historic properties that might be affected by this proposed undertaking.

We would be pleased to meet with you or a designated representative of the Uinta and Ouray
Tribes to review our conceptual engineering design and address any questions or concerns
that you may have.

A response within 30 days would be appreciated should you have concerns about this project
and/or wish to be a consulting party. Please feel free to contact me at 801-963-0078,
extension 231, to answer any questions or provide any additional information.

Thank you for your attention to this project notification and any comments you may have.

Respegtfully,

Carlog, C. Machado
Program Manager

Enclosure

cc: Ms. Betsy Chapoose, Director of Cultural Resources
CCMACHADO:dts
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IDENTICAL COPIES OF THIS LETTER SENT TO THE FOLLOWING:

Tribal Contact List For: Project #: IM-NH-15-6(149)245E, PIN: 4155
Project Description:  [-15 South Corridor
Salt Lake and Utah Counties, Utah

Original: - | CC:

Maxine Natchees, Chairperson Ms. Betsy Chapoose, Director of Cultural
988 South 7500 East Resources

P.O. Box 190 '

Fort Duchesne, Utah 84026

A-56 June 2008



T
o0 OF Tl

So

g Sy
L e
e, 1596 7

e rasa?®"

State of Utah

Department of

Environmental Quality

Dianne R. Nielson, Ph.D.
Executive Director

DIVISION OF WATER QUALITY

Walter L. Baker, P.E.
Acting Director

Water Quality Board
Ray M. Child, Acting Chair
Robert G. Adams
David F. Echols
Neil K. Kochenour
Dianne R. Nielson
Jay Ivan Olsen
Joe Piccolo
Ronald C. Sims
Douglas E. Thompson
J. Ann Wechsler
Walter L. Baker
Acting Executive Secretary

OLENE S. WALKER
Gaovernor

GAYLE F. McKEACHNIE
Lieutenant Governor

October 8§, 2004

Merrell Jolley, PE

UDOT Project Manager
Region Three Headquarters
658 North 1500 West
Orem, UT 84057

Dear Mr. Jolley:

Subject: Environmental Impact Statement, I-15 Corridor Project in
Utah County and Salt Lake County

I appreciated attending the I-15 Corridor project meeting on September 8§,
2004. Per the discussion at that meeting and follow up correspondence our
office has the following written comments.

Development and urbanization are continually impacting Utah’s waters.
These impacts include the degradation of water quality, increased quantities
and intensities of peak flows, channel erosion, flooding, geomorphologic
deterioration, and the associated inability of streams to sustain ecology and
support their designated beneficial uses. Site designs that minimize the
introduction of additional impervious surfaces into watersheds and promote
sheet runoff and infiltration are preferred. It is very undesirable to
concentrate storm water to fewer drainage locations. The intent should be to
allow or mimic the natural flow patterns to the degree possible.

The following permits from our Division are required during the construction
phase of the project:

1. Construction activities that grade 1 acre or more per common plan are
required to obtain coverage under the Utah Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (UPDES) Storm Water General Permit for
Construction Activities, Permit No. UTR100000. The permit requires
the development of a storm water pollution prevention plan to be
implemented and updated from the commencement of any grading
activities at the site until final stabilization of the project. A fact sheet

288 North 1460 West = PO Box 144870 « Salt Lake City, UT 84114-4870 = phone (801) 538-61406 = fax (801) 538-6016 th!
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describing the permit requirements and application procedures is
attached.

2. Dewatering activities during the construction may require coverage
under the UPDES General Permit for Construction Dewatering,
Permit No. UTG070000. The permit requires water quality
monitoring every two weeks to ensure that the pumped water is
meeting permit effluent limitations.

In addition to these permitting requirements, the Division of Water Quality
requires the submission of plan elements for permanent storm water runoff
control and treatment. Please submit the plans to me and I will coordinate
with the appropriate people in our engineering branch.

If you have any questions concerning these comments, do not hesitate to
contact me at (801) 538-6951. Thank you.

Permits and Compliance

Enclosure: SW Fact Sheet

June 2008
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State of Utah January 12, 2005

Department of

Natural Resources Nancy Buening

MICHAEL R. $TYLER Jones & Stokes
Executive Director 2600 V Street
Utah Sacramento CA 95818-1914

Geological
cological Survey RE:  UDOT Project No, IM-NH-15-6(149)245E: 1-15 Corridor EIS, Salt Lake

RICHARD G, ALLIS, PHLD. and Utah Counties, Utah
Division Director U.C.A. 63-73-19 (Paleontological) Compliance; Request for Confirmation
of Literature Search according to the UDOT/UGS Memorandum of
Understanding. ‘
Dear Nancy:

I have conducted a paleontological file search for the I-15 Corridor EIS project in
response to your letter of January S, 2005. This project qualifies for treatment
under the UDOT/UGS executed Memorandum of Understanding.

There are seven known paleontological localities recorded in our files from this
project Tight-of-way. All but one are Pleistocene vertebrates from deposits
associated with Lake Bonneville, and are mostly from gravel quarries or other
excavation sites where fossils were discovered as a result of ground disturbing
activities. There is also a Miocene vertebrate locality from a travertine unit in the
Salt Lake Group. Specimens from these localities have been collected, so they will
not be impacted by this project. Most of the surficial deposits along this project
cormdor are more recent alluvial deposits, which have a low potential for yielding
significant fossil loculitics, Howover, the Lake Bonneville and Salt Lake Group
deposits have the potential for yielding significant vertebrate fossil localities, so
please be aware of possible impacts to paleontological resources if these deposits
are disturbed as a result of construction activities. If fossils are discovered as a
result of construction activities, a paleontologist should be notified. Otherwise this
project should have no impact on paleontological resources.

If you have any questions, please call me at (801) 537-3311.

Martha Hayden
Paleontological Assistant

1594 West North Temple, Suite 3110, PO Box 146100, Salt Lake City, UT 841 14-6100 lM‘

telephone (801) 537-3300 » fucsimile (801) 537-3400 « geology.utah.gov Where idens conneer™
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State of Utah

Department of
Natural Resources

Division of
Water Resources

ROBERT L. MORGAN
Executive Director

D. LARRY ANDERSON
Division Director

OLENE S. WALKER
Governor

GAYLE F. McKEACHNIE
Lieutenant Governor

Mr. Merrell Jolley, P.E.
UDOT Project Manager
Region Three Headquarters
658 North 1500 West
Orem, UT 84057

Mz. Jolley:

Thank you for the briefing packet on the I-15 Corridor Resource Agency
Scoping Meeting held September 8 sent to our director Larry Anderson. We had
reviewed material on the project sent to us earlier and made the decision not to
attend. I apologize for not letting you know in advance.

We review each document we receive from UDOT to see if there are water
supply impacts that may arise from project construction. These are impacts that
would change the quantity or timing of water supply. We may also look for water
quality impacts to irrigators that the Division of Water Quality would not consider
in its evaluations. Generally we do not find any such concern. Most of the water-
related concerns are over water quality, wildlife, wetlands and state sovereign lands
and the divisions of Water Quality, Wildlife Resources, and Forestry Fire and State
Lands have responsibility to address those.

We do not expect to attend future meetings unless there are any of the water
supply impacts described above that you are aware of and which we may have
missed as we reviewed the scoping meeting packet and earlier information. We
will review the documents you send us on the project and would be available to
meet with you if the need arises.

If you would like to discuss this further, please contact me at (801)
538-7298.

Thank you,

Eric L. Millis, P.E.
Assistant Director

cc: Kim Frost
Sherm Hoskins

1594 West North Temple, Suite 310, PO Box 146201, Salt Lake City, UT 84114-6201 lM'

telephone {801} 5387230 « facsimile (801) 538-7279 « www.waler.uttah.gov Where ideas connect™
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Governor's Office of Planning and Budget

WES CURTIS
State Planning Coordinator

Resource Development Coordinating Committee

GLADE SOWARDS
Conmmittee Chairman

JOHN A.HARIJA
Lxecutive Director

State of Utah

OLENE S. WALKER
Governor

GAYLE McKEACHNIE

Lieutenant Governor

October 6, 2004

Merrell Jolley, Project Manager
Utah Department of Transportation
658 North 1500 West

Orem, Utah 84057

SUBJECT: 1-15 Corridor, Utah and Salt Lake Counties
Project No. 04-4475

Dear Mr. Jolley:

The Resource Development Coordinating Committee (RDCC), representing the State of Utah, has reviewed
this proposal. The Department of Environmental Quality/Division of Air Quality comments:

Alternative 5 in the proposed EIS affords the opportunity for greatest diversity and adaptability in
meeting current and future transportation needs between Utah and Salt Lake Counties, and allows
opportunity to adjust or adapt appropriately to environmental, social, and economic needs which
exist or may arise as in the future.

Rather than committing to a single alternative, such as increasing lanes on I-15, a multiple
approach including increased transit by bus, rail, or bicycle would offer better solutions adapted to
the circumstances and needs of the community today and in the future.

Part of the transportation planning and implementation should include land use planning wherein
opportunities for residential development are created in proximity to development of business,
commercial, and manufacturing enterprises where said nearby residents might be employed, thus
reducing needs of providing transportation or parking for distance of commuting to and from work.

Such planning and integration of economic and residential development as a holistic concept,
would correspond to desirable concepts such as Low Impact Development, wherein holistic
planning avoids many of the probiems confronting much of urbanizing America.

The Committee appreciates the opportunity to review this proposal. Please direct any other written
questions regarding this correspondence to the Resource Development Coordinating Committee at the
above address or call Carolyn Wright at (801) 537-9230 or Kim Frost at (801) 538-7326.

Sincerely,
John Harja

Executive Director
Resource Development Coordinating Committee

5110 State Office Building, Salt Lake City. Utah 84114 « telephone (801) 537-9230) = facsimile (801) 537-9226 UWl.
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State of Utah

JON M. HUNTSMAN, JR.

Governor

GARY R. HERBERT
Lientenant Governor

11 October 2007

Mr. Cory Jensen

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

JOHN R. NJORD, P.E.
Executive Director

CARLOS M. BRACERAS, P.E.
Deputy Director

National Register Coordinator, and

Dr. Matthew Seddon

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
Utah Division of State History

300 Rio Grande

Salt Lake City, Utah 84101-1182

RE:  Project No. IN-NH-15-6(149)245E; I-15 Reconstruction, South Payson

O 7241

Interchange to 12300 South. Determinations of Eligibility and Finding of
Effect. Request for Concurrence.

Dear Mr. Jensen and Dr. Seddon:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), and the Utah Department of
Transportation (UDOT) are preparing to undertake the subject federal-aid project. The
UDOT has made an effort to consider the effects of this undertaking on any historic or
archaeological resources that could be eligible for the state or national registers, and to
afford the Utah State Historic Preservation Office (USHPO) an opportunity to comment
on the undertaking, as outlined in Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act
of 1966, as amended, and U.C.A. 9-8-404. Please review this letter and, providing you
agree with the determinations contained herein, sign and date the signature line at the end

of this letter.

Project Description

The project will widen and reconstruct I-15 from the South Payson interchange in Utah

County to the 12300 South interchange in Salt Lake County. The total distance for
widening and reconstruction is 44 miles. It includes 20 potential interchange

Jun}a 2008




improvements, and road realignment locations between the South Payson Interchange
and 12300 South. Table 1 describes the location of the project.

Table 1. Legal Description of the Project Area Subject to Class III Inventory

U.S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Quadrangle  Township Range Section

Midvale?® 38 1w 13,24, 25, 36
48 1w 1
38 1E 30,31
48 1E 6
Jordan Narrows (1999) 48 1w 1,12, 13, 23, 24, 26, 36
48 1E 6,7,31
58 1E 6
Lehi (1998) 58 1E 5,6,8,9,15, 16, 22
Pelican Point (1999) 58 1E 22,23,24,25,
58 2E 30,31, 32
Orem (1998) 58 2E 32
6S 2E 4,5,9,16,21,22,27,28, 34
Provo (1998) 6S 2E 34
78 2E 2,3,11,12,13
78 3E 18, 19, 30, 31
8S 2E 13
8S 3E 6,7,18
Spanish Fork (1998) 8S 2E 13,23, 24, 26,27, 33, 34
8S 3E 18
9s 2E 4,5,8,9,17,18
West Mountain (1950 [p.r. 1975]) 9s 2E 18,19, 30
Santaquin (1998)° 98 2E 30, 31
108 1E 1,11,12, 14, 15
108 2E 6

Notes: p.r. = photo revised.
# 12300 South to 10600 South is no longer in the APE.
®The Santaquin area is no longer in the APE.
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The reports accompanying this letter provide specific details of the proposed
reconstruction. A brief summary is provided here. The proposed widening and
reconstruction on I-15 includes the following elements:

Addition of general purpose lanes

Extension of express lanes to US-6 in Spanish Fork

Reconstruction of existing interchanges

Construction of two new interchanges (Orem 800 South and North Lehi). Two

interchange options are being considered at American Fork Main Street.

* Addition of a frontage road system in the Provo-Orem area. Four frontage road
options (labeled A, B, C, and D) are being considered. Option A is the locally
preferred alternative.

* Reconstruction of bridges that cross over or under I-15

¢ Improvement to cross streets as needed to tie into the existing roadway. Cross street
widths are in accordance with the Metropolitan Planning Organization Long Range
Plans.

* Accommodation for existing and planned pedestrian and bicycle crossings of I-15.

The proposed number of lanes on I-15 will vary along the corridor as indicated below:
* Payson to SR-164 Benjamin - 3 lanes each direction "
SR-164 Benjamin to US-6 — 4 lanes each direction

South US-6 to University Parkway — 5 lanes each direction

University Parkway to 12300 South — 6 lanes each direction

Architectural Resources

Determination of Eligibility for Architectural Resources in the I-15 Corridor Project Area

Ms. Kathryn Haley, a consultant with Jones and Stokes Environmental Consultants,
conducted a selective architectural survey of historic buildings and structures located
within and directly adjacent to the proposed improvements for Interstate I-15 from South
Payson in Utah County to 12300 South in Salt Lake County. The consultant performed
the survey in 2004, when the project was larger in scope and included various transit
alternatives. In the intervening years, the project has been scaled back to address impacts
related solely to improvements to the I-15 Corridor. The I-15 Corridor proposed
improvements pass through the communities of Payson, Spanish Fork, Provo, Orem,
American Fork and Lehi, and entail a 45-mile stretch of the interstate.

Ms. Haley recorded a total of 86 historical architectural properties within the I-15
Corridor Improvement survey area. In addition, UDOT staff identified two properties in
the project area entered in the SHPO database as part of the previous Geneva Road study:
895 S. Geneva Road (Site 31.5) and 1451 W. 800 S. (Site 34.5). These sites are not
included in the historic resource study for the I-15 Corridor proposed improvements.
Table 2 lists the 88 properties.
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The cutoff date for considering a property historical was set at 1960 in order to
accommodate the projected completion date of the overall project Environmental Impact
Statement. The reconnaissance survey for the I-15 Corridor Improvements includes all
architectural properties identified within the historic period that are located one parcel

adjacent to the proposed project alignment in which the buildings may be directly or

indirectly affected by the proposed project. Although the scope of the highway
improvements extends into southern Salt Lake County, no properties within the survey

are located in Salt Lake County because the consultant could not locate architectural

properties meeting the age requirement on parcels adjacent to the highway.

In April, 2007, the consultant surveyed properties at the reconnaissance level for potential
interchange upgrades and other features that have been added to the project scope since
2004. These updated survey efforts consisted of surveying the areas where new
interchanges are proposed as well as additional project features, and checking the

previously recorded historic properties associated with the ear

transit options.

lier report that included

Table 2. Historical Buildings Documented within the I-15 Project Area.

Map Approx.
Number Address City Date Built Description SHPO Rating/ Eligibility
01 4545 W. Payson 1940 Masonry agricultural outbuilding with shed roof: alteration includes C/Not eligible.
11200 S. non-historic addition with gable roof and non-historic windows.
02 192 8. Payson 1950 Minimal Traditional residence with garage and upper half-story B/Eligible under Criteria
800 W. appendage dating from historic period. A.
03 780 W.100S. |Payson 1955 20“‘-Centtury Other residence of undetermined style; non-historic C/Not eligible.
stucco, window surrounds and slider windows alter the appearance
substantially.
04 750 W. 100 S. |Payson 1955 Ranch style house with synthetic siding and carport that appear to date | B/Eligible under Criteria
from historic period. A.
05 737 W. Utah Payson 1890 Hall-parlor residence of general classical style; alterations include non-| C/Not eligible.
historic enclosed entrance and changes to the fenestration.
06 704 W. Utah Payson 1920 Bungalow residence; application of siding, removal of porch and non- | C/Not eligible.
historic windows have removed most of the character-defining features
of the building,
07 652 W. Utah Payson 1920 Bungalow residence; alterations include windows and siding in the C/Not eligible.
gable end that detract from the historic character of the house.
08 640 W. Utah Payson 1920 Bungalow residence. B/Eligible under Criteria
A.
09 103 N. 600 W. |Payson 1945 Minimal Traditional residence; alterations include non-historic C/Not eligible.
alterations to the fenestration and an addition at the rear.
10 520 W.300N. |Payson 1925 Period Cottage residence; alterations include non-historic stucco and | C/Not eligible.
brick siding; non-historic windows and a substantial covered patio area
at the rear,
© 11 467 W. 400 N. |Payson 1950 Early Ranch residence; alterations include non-historic windows and a C/Not eligible.
cut-out foundation.
12 412 W.400N. |Payson 1910 Victorian Gothic residence. B/Eligible under Criteria
A.
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Map Approx.
Number Address City Date Built Description SHPO Rating/ Eligibility
13 625 N. Main Payson 1950 Early Ranch residence. B/Eligible under Criteria
A.
14 8394 S. 2200 W. | Spanish Fork 1955 Early Ranch residence; alterations include fenestration changes and an | C/Not eligible.
addition at the rear.
15 [7658 S. 1600 W. |Spanish Fork 1890  [Victorian Eclectic residence. AJEligible under Criteria
‘ Aand C.
i 16 |1378 W. 7300 S.[Spanish Fork | 1890  |Victorian Eclectic residence. B/Eligible under Criterion
‘ A.
17 |?572 W. 6800 S. | Spanish Fork 1920 |Early 20™-Century industrial building of indeterminate style. B/Eligible under Criterion
A,
18 1116 S. 500 w. |Provo 1955 Minimal Traditional residence; alterations include non-historic C/Not eligible.
synthetic siding and windows.
19 1100 S. 500 w. |Provo 1950 Minimal Traditional residence. B/Eligible under Criterion
A.
20 605 W. 1020 S. [Provo 1950 Early Ranch residence. B/Eligible under Criterion
A.
21 627S.1100 W. |Provo 1948 Minimal Traditional residence. B/Eligible under Criterion
A.
22 987 W.6008S. [Provo 1940 Minimal Traditional residence. A/Eligible under Criteria
_ Aand C.
23 1000 W. 600 S. {Provo 1940 Minimal Traditional residence; historic integrity is compromised by ~ [C/Not eligible.
alterations to the windows and by an addition.
24 1200 W. Center |Provo 1930 Service/bay business for automotive glass company; building is of B/Eligible under Criterion
Prairie School design; alterations include non-historic entrance bays | A.
and in-filling of some of the bays. The building also has an addition to
the north that appears to be of the historic period, but has undergone
similar alterations.
25 702 N. Geneva |Provo 1900 Victorian Eclectic residence. (Previously evaluated as part of Geneva A/Eligible under Criteria
Road Road). A and C.
26 722 N. Geneva |Provo 1935 Minimal Traditional residence. (Previously evaluated as part of B/Eligible under Criterion
Road Geneva Road). A
; 27 768 N. Geneva |Provo 1910 Victorian Eclectic and Greek Revival style residence. (Previously B/Eligible under Criterion
E Road evaluated as part of Geneva Road). A.
28 836 N. Geneva |Provo 1945 Minimal Traditional residence; property includes stucco building that |B/Eligible under Criterion
Road dates from the historic period and was possibly a residence. A.
| 29 2367 W. 1700  |Provo 1890 Residence of general classical style; physical integrity has been C/Not eligible.
N. compromised by the enclosure of the front porch and changes to the
windows.
30 530 W. 2000 S. [Provo 1940 One-story building associated with a steel manufacturing complex for |B/Eligible under Criterion
Brown-Minneapolis Tank; subject building retains flat roof, plain A.
fascia, and multi-pane metal windows.
31 1271 W. Orem 1940 Agricultural buildings associated with former dairy farm. BJ/Eligible under Criterion
Univ, Parkway A
315 895 S. Geneva |Orem 1890 Victorian Eclectic residence of cross-wing type. (Previously evaluated |B/Eligible under Criterion
as part of Geneva Road). A.
32 865 S. Geneva |Orem 1955 Early Ranch residence. (Previously evaluated as part of Geneva B/Eligible under Criterion
Road). A.
33 849 S. Geneva |Orem 1955 Early Ranch residence. (Previously evaluated as part of Geneva B/Eligible under Criterion
Road). A.
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Map Approx.
Number Address City Date Built Description SHPO Rating/ Eligibility
34 1467 W. 800 S. |Orem 1940 Early Ranch residence. (Previously evaluated as part of Geneva B/Eligible under Criterion
Road). A.
345 1451 W. 800 S. |Orem 1954 Ranch style residence. (Previously evaluated as part of Geneva Road). | B/Eligible under Criterion
A,
35 1261 W. 800 S. |Orem 1915 Residence of undetermined style, associated with salvage yard, Cl/Ineligible.
considered ineligible due to non-historic brick cladding, alterations to
windows and entrance.
36 21260 W. 800 |Orem 1915 Frame residence or outbuilding; original use unknown. The original |B/Eligible under Criterion
S. massing and materials of buildings are intact. A.
37 958.1200 W. |Orem 1955 Minimal Traditional residence; alterations include use of non-historic |C/Not eligible.
synthetic siding and windows.
38 83S.1200W. |Orem 1955 Minimal Traditional residence; alterations include the addition of a C/Not eligible.
carport that appears to be outside of the historic period.
39 128.1160 W. |Orem 1950 Minimal Traditional residence. B/Eligible under Criterion
A.
40 1090 W. Center (Orem 1960 Ranch style residence; alterations include changes to the fenestration | C/Not eligible.
pattern of the house and the addition of a bay window not in keeping
with the style of the house.
41 895 N. 1200 W. |Orem 1920 Bungalow residence; alterations include the construction of non- C/Not eligible.
historic, incompatible parapet walls, removal of historic porch
elements and replacement windows.
42 901 N. 1200 W. |Orem 1960 Service/bay commercial structure; alterations include non-historic C/Not elgible.
service bay doors and changes to the office window.
43 1545 W. 800 N. |Orem 1925 Bungalow residence; asbestos shingles date from the historic period. B/Eligible under Criterion
A.
44 600 E. 620 S. American 1890 Hall-Parlor plan residence of general classical style; historic integrity [C/Not eligible.
Fork has been compromised by alterations to the entrance and windows.
45 614 S. 330 E. American 1905 Early 20“‘-century residence of undeterminate style; alterations include | C/Not eligible.
Fork extensive cladding of synthetic siding and the replacement of all
windows with non-historic windows.
46 485S.100E.  jAmerican 1940 Minimal Traditional residence with substantial addition at the rear. B/Eligible under Criterion
Fork The addition appears to be constructed within the historic time period |A.
because it is covered with the same material (asbestos shingles) as the
house.
47 440 S. 100 E. American 1960 Ranch style residence. A/Eligible under Criteria
Fork Aand C.
48 345 S. Center ~ |American 1910 Greek Revival style residence; alterations include the application of  |B/Eligible under Criterion
Fork non-historic stucco, the removal or obscuring of the soffits and fascias |A.
with non-historic material and design; and replacement windows.
49 279S.100 W, |American 1900 Victorian Eclectic residence; the house is completely clad in synthetic |C/Not eligible.
Fork siding, obscuring all character-defining details. Windows have been
replaced with non-historic materials that do not respect the historic -
fenestration pattern.
50 150 W.300S. |American 1945 20"-Century warehouse building; building is distinctive for its round |B/Eligible under Criteria
Fork roof. A.
51 262S.100 W, |American 1920 Bungalow residence. B/Eligible under Criteria
Fork A.
52 2528.100 W. |American 1920 English Tudor residence; significantly altered by the use of vertical C/Not eligible.
Fork siding, replacement of incompatible windows and door with the
historic character of the house, and installation of an aluminum, shed
6
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Map Approx.
Number Address City Date Built Description SHPO Rating/ Eligibility
roof porch on the street elevation.
53 2388.100 W. [American 77? Cross-wing plan residence of 20 Century other style; non-historic C/Not eligible.
Fork brick wainscoting, and changes to the fenestration pattern compromise
the historic integrity of the house.
54 159 W.200S. [American 1915 Prairie School-style bungalow residence. A/Eligible under Criteria
Fork AandC.
55 |187 W.2008S. ?m;rican 1935 |Minimal Traditional residence. B/Eligible under Criteria
or] A
56 360 W.200S. {American 1930 20“’-Century Other residence, with narrow clapboard siding and deep B/Eligible under Criterion
Fork eaves. A
57 104 Roosevelt  |American 1940 Minimal Traditional residence. AJ/Eligible under Criteria
Fork Aand C.
58 447 Harrison American 1940 Minimal Traditional residence. B/Eligible under Criterion
Avenue Fork A.
59 6670 W. 7750 |American 1960 Early Ranch style residence with large, visible, two-story addition that |C/Not eligible.
N. Fork appears to be out of the historic period.
60 7086 W. 7750 |American 1960 Early Ranch style residence; alterations include a large, attached C/Not eligible.
N. Fork garage addition, application of a clay tile roof and a large side addition
(previously evaluated as part of Mountain View Corridor).
61 889 W. Main American 1948 Quonset hut used as office for sound wall construction business. C/Not eligible.
Fork Alterations include replacement material for the entrance bays and in-
fill windows.
62 1101 W. Main |American 1930 20th-century other residence; historic character is obscured by the C/Not eligible.
Fork application of synthetic siding, replacement windows, and the side
addition.
63 1028 W. Main ?mlczrican 1940 English Cottage style residence. B/Eligible under Criterion
or] A.
64 1220 E. Main  |Lehi 1950 Streamline Moderne commercial building used for a restaurant. B/Eligible under Criterion
A.
65 700 E. Main Lehi 1905 Lehi Roller Mills; commercial/industrial buildings listed on the A/Listed under Criterion
National Register. Aand C.
66  |250N.950E. |Lehi 1960 |Split level residence. B/Eligible under Criterion
A.
67 1000 E. State  |Lehi 1890 |Victorian Eclectic residence; replacement windows and large, shed | C/Not eligible.
roof addition to the side have significantly compromised the home’s
physical integrity.
68 725E.500 N,  |Lehi 1850772  |Single-cell log residence. Located on property that includes a ranch- | A/Eligible under Criteria
style house (c. 1960) as the primary residence. Aand C.
69  ]625N.700E. |Lehi 1915 |20™-Century other style house; the construction of a standing-seam | C/Not eligible.
metal roof porch wrapping around two elevations compromises the
integrity of the structure.
70 825N.400E. [Lehi 1940  |Minimal Traditional residence. B/Eligible under Criterion
A.
71 880N.100E. [Lehi 1940 20" Century commercial building used for auto parts; physical C/Not eligible.
integrity is compromised by the substantial addition on the street
elevation, the replacement garage door, and the structure supporting
the billboard directly overhead.
72 816 W. State Lehi 1950 Ranch style residence; physical integrity is compromised by the large, |C/Not eligible.
attached garage addition to the side.
June 2008
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Map Approx.
Number Address City Date Built Description SHPO Rating/ Eligibility
73 802 W. State  |Lehi 1925 |Bungalow residence; alterations include the removal of original porch (C/Not eligible.
components and replacement windows that detract from the historic
appearance of the house.
74 830 W. State  |Lehi 1910 (Bungalow residence. B/Eligible under Criterion
A.
75 850 W. State Lehi 1935 Minimal Traditional residence. B/Eligible under Criterion
A,
76 894 W. State Lehi 1935 Period Revival residence; numerous alterations include the disability | C/Not eligible.
ramp, and loss of integrity of setting, due to the extensive hard-
surfacing in front of the building,
77 980 W. State Lehi 1890 Classical other residence. B/Eligible under Criterion
A
78 1000 W. State | Lehi 1920 Clipped gable bungalow cottage; alterations include the removal of the |C/Not eligible.
original porch details and the replacement of the historic windows.
79 1985 N. 900 W. |Lehi 1940 Minimal Traditional residence; alterations include the rear addition C/Not eligible.
and the use of slider windows.
80 1024 W. State  |Lehi 1955 Ranch/rambler house; alterations include a large side addition with a |C/Not eligible.
carport and garage attachment and replacement of the original
windows. (Previously evaluated as part of Mountain View
Corridor/Utah County).
81 1060 W. State  |Lehi 1940 Minimal Traditional residence. B/Eligible under Criterion
A,
82 1070 W. State  |Lehi 1915 Minimal Traditional residence. B/Eligible under Criterion
A,
83 2200 N. Lehi 1942 Industrial/manufacturing building (General Refracturies) with no style. | B/Eligible under Criterion
1100 W. A
84  |2760 N. Lehi 1960  |UDOT maintenance shed of no style. A/Eligible under Criteria
Frontage Road Aand C.
85 ? Thanksgiving [Lehi 1930 Streamlined Moderne commercial building, now used for recreational AJEligible under Criterion
Way vehicle sales. A and C.
86 4275 Lehi 1930 Commercial retail building of International style, in which wrought- | B/Eligible under Criteria
Thanksgiving iron goods and services are sold. A,
Way

Ms. Haley documented 86 properties at the reconnaissance level. All the properties are

located in Utah County. For the most part, the evaluation of the properties in the survey
addresses primary buildings with related outbuildings. The survey also includes
evaluations of four properties that are either a remnant of former commercial or

agricultural establishments or the only building among several that meet the National

Register eligibility for age. These properties include the following:

A-69

Site 1: 4545 W. 1200 S., Payson, used as a dairy farm.

Site 17: 572 W. 6800 S., Spanish Fork, former elevator of Anderson Lumber
next to railroad alignment.
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Site 30: 530 W. 2000 S., Provo, site of Brown-Minneapolis Tank, a steel
manufacturing factory.

Site 31: 1271 W. University Parkway, Orem, former dairy farm that appears
abandoned.

In addition, as described above, two additional properties were discovered in the project
area that meet the age requirement. UDOT has thus evaluated 88 architectural properties
in the project area. In terms of SHPO ratings for eligibility to the National Register of
Historic Places, ten buildings were recommended as “A;” thirty-eight buildings were
recommended as “B;” and the remaining forty buildings were recommended as “C.”

Site number 65, the Lehi Roller Mills, is the only site in the survey listed on the National
Register of Historic Places.

The buildings in the survey area are predominantly residential. Seventy-three buildings,
or 82 percent of the total surveyed, were constructed as single-family residences. Of
these, 56 percent were constructed from 1940 to 1960, Forty-one houses fall within the
stylistic categories associated with the war-time and post war years of Minimal
Traditional, Early Ranch and Ranch/Rambler. Ten of the buildings are bungalows; the
rest of the dwellings are evenly distributed between those with general classical
references, and variants of Victorian and Period Cottage styles.

Non-residential buildings represent agricultural, commercial and industrial uses, and
range from utilitarian outbuildings to intact examples of the Streamlined Moderne style.
In the project area, examples of the non-residential buildings the consultant documented
include warehouses, factory offices, service bay buildings associated with automotive
repair, a Quonset hut, and the Lehi Roller Mills, which is listed on the National Register.

Taken as a whole, the buildings document the shift from an agrarian economy to one of
pre- and post-war industrial uses, culminating in the suburban commercial and residential
land-use patterns that characterize Utah County today.

The historic boundaries for the properties consist of the legal boundary for the parcel of
land on which the building is located, based on current legal parcel descriptions provided
by Utah and Salt Lake counties.

Finding of Effect of Proposed I-15 Corridor Improvements on Architectural Properties
In consultation with the Utah SHPO, the following criteria were used to evaluate effects
of the project on historic properties: 1) No Effect — the ROW for the build alternative
does not encroach on any part of the boundary defined for the historic property; 2) No
Adverse Effect — the ROW for the build alternative is within the boundary of the historic
property, but does not result in the acquisition of the historic property, and does not result
in the alteration of any of the characteristics that qualify the property for the NRHP in a
manner that would diminish any of the relevant aspects of integrity; 3) Adverse Effect -
the ROW for the build alternative is within the boundary of the historic property, and
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results in the acquisition of all or part of the historic property such that the characteristics
that qualify it for the NRHP are altered in a manner that diminishes the integrity of the

property.

Table 3 indicates the Finding of Effect of the proposed improvements on architectural
properties surveyed within the project area. In the Central Utah County section
(University Avenue Interchange to Pleasant Grove Interchange), UDOT is considering
the following four alternatives:

1) Option A would include new frontage roads between the Provo Center Street and
University Parkway interchanges and a new interchange at 800 South in Orem.
West of I-15, 800 South would run southwesterly to a connection at Geneva
Road, impacting the rear of the properties located on 800 South from I-15 to
Geneva Road.

2) Option B would include new frontage roads and a flyover ramp would be
constructed from southbound I-15 to eastbound University Parkway.

3) Option C includes a new interchange at 800 South in Orem. As with Option A,
800 South would run southwesterly to a connection at Geneva Road west of I-15,
and would impact the rear of the properties located on 800 South from I-15 to
Geneva Road.

4) Option D includes a flyover ramp from southbound I-15 to eastbound University
Parkway.

The four options in the Central Utah County section have the potential to have different
effects on sites 19 through 34.5.

In the North Utah County Section (Pleasant Grove Interchange to Salt Lake/Utah County
Line), UDOT is considering reconstructing the interchange at Main Street in American
Fork as a single point urban interchange (SPUI) or as a diamond interchange. Both
options would have an adverse effect on Site 56 (360 W. 200 S.), and a minimal effect on

Site 57 (104 Roosevelt).
Table 3. Finding of Effect on Historical Properties within the I-15 Project Area.
Map
Number Address City Nature of Impact SHPO Rating/ Eligibility
01 4545 W. Payson No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
11200 S.
02 192 S. Payson No Historic Properties Affected. B/Eligible under Criteria
800 W. A.
03 780 W. 100 S. |Payson No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
04 750 W. 100 S. |Payson No Historic Properties Affected. i/Eligible under Criteria
05 737 W. Utah Payson No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
06 704 W. Utah Payson No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
07 652 W. Utah Payson No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
| 08 640 W. Utah Payson No Historic Properties Affected. i/Eligible under Criteria
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Map

Number Address City Nature of Impact SHPO Rating/ Eligibility
09 103 N. 600 W. [Payson No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
10 520 W. 300 N. |Payson No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
11 467 W. 400 N. |Payson No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
12 412 W. 400 N. |Payson No Historic Properties Affected. B/Eligible under Criteria
A.
13 625 N. Main Payson No Historic Properties Affected. B/Eligible under Criteria
A.
14 |8394 8.2200 W.|Spanish Fork |No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
15 7658 S. 1600 W. |Spanish Fork (No Historic Properties Affected. A/Eligible under Criteria
A and C.
16 1378 W. 7300 S. | Spanish Fork |No Adverse Effect. Acquisition of 0.24 acre needed to widen roadway B/Eligible under Criterion
embankment; no contributing features would be impacted. A.
17 (7572 W. 6800 S. | Spanish Fork | No Historic Properties Affected. B/Eligible under Criterion
A,
18 1116 S. 500 W. [Provo No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
19 1100 S. 500 W. |Provo No Adverse Effect. Acquisition of 0.006 acre needed for temporary | B/Eligible under Criterion
construction easement for all options. A.
20 605 W. 1020 S. |Provo No Historic Properties affected for all options. B/Eligible under Criterion
A_ .
21 627 S.1100 W. {Provo No Historic Properties affected for all options. B/Eligible under Criterion
A.
22 987 W.600S. |Provo No Historic Properties affected for all options. A/Eligible under Criteria
Aand C.
23 1000 W. 600 S. |Provo No Historic Properties affected for all options. C/Not eligible.
24 1200 W. Center |Provo No Historic Properties Affected for all options. Project will be in a B/Eligible under Criterion
viaduct at this location, above the property. No work on the ground A.
will impact building or property.
25 702 N. Geneva |Provo No Adverse Effect. For options A and B, acquisition of 0.23 acre A/Eligible under Criteria
Road needed for permanent roadway widening, Aand C.
No Historic Properties affected for options C and D.
26 722 N. Geneva |Provo No Historic Properties affected for all options. B/Eligible under Criterion
Road A.
27 768 N. Geneva |Provo No Historic Properties affected for all options. B/Eligible under Criterion
Road A.
28 836 N. Geneva |Provo No Adverse Effect. For options A and B, acquisition of 0.61 acre B/Eligible under Criterion
Road needed for permanent roadway widening embankment. A.
No Adverse Effect. For options C and D, acquisition of 0.02 acre
needed for permanent roadway widening embankment.
29 2367 W. 1700 |Provo No Historic Properties affected for all options. C/Not eligible.
N.
30 530 W. 2000 S. |Provo No Adverse Effect. For options A and B, acquisition of 0.67 acre B/Eligible under Criterion
needed for permanent roadway widening of 2000 North and 1740 A.
North.
No Historic Properties affected for options C and D.
31 1271 W. Orem No Historic Properties affected for all options. B/Eligible under Criterion

Univ. Parkway

A
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| Map
Number Address City Nature of Impact SHPO Rating/ Eligibility
315 |895S.Geneva (Orem No Adverse Effect. Options A and C will have an impact on the B/Eligible under Criterion
property, due to the connection of I-15 to Geneva Road between sites | A.
31.5 and 32, but the options will not alter the site to make it ineligible.
No Historic Properties Affected for Options B and D.
32 865 S. Geneva [Orem No Adverse Effect. Options A and C will have an impact on the B/Eligible under Criterion
property, due to the connection of I-15 to Geneva Road between sites | A.
31.5 and 32, but the options will not alter the site to make it ineligible.
b No Historic Properties Affected for Options B and D.
| 33 849 S. Geneva |Orem No Historic Properties affected for all options. B/Eligible under Criterion
A,
34 1467 W. 800 S. |Orem No Adverse Effect. Options A and C of require the acquisition of .14 B/Eligible under Criterion
acres at the rear of the parcel. A.
No Historic Properties affected for options B and D.
34.5 1451 W. 800 S, |Orem No Adverse Effect. Options A and C require the acquisition of .23 B/Eligible for Criterion A.
acres at the rear of the parcel.
No Historic Properties Affected for Options B and D.
35 1261 W. 800 S, |Orem No Historic Properties Affected. Cllneligible.
36 1260 W. 800 S. |Orem Adverse Effect. Potential acquisition of primary building and B/Eligible under Criterion
property. A.
37 958.1200 w. |Orem No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
38 83S.1200 Ww. |Orem No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
39 128.1160 W. |Orem No Adverse Effect. Acquisition of .009 acres for temporary B/Eligible under Criterion
construction and permanent reconstruction. A.
40 1090 W. Center |Orem No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
41 895 N. 1200 w. [Orem No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
42 901 N. 1200 W. |Orem No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not elgible.
43 1545 W. 800 N. |Orem No Historic Properties Affected. B/Eligible under Criterion
A,
44 600 E. 620 S. Amlczrican No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
Forl
45 614 S.330E.  |American No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
Fork
46 485S.100E. |American No Historic Properties Affected. B/Eligible under Criterion
Fork A.
47 440 S.100E.  |American No Historic Properties Affected. A/Eligible under Criteria
Fork Aand C.
48  |345S.Center |American  |No Historic Properties Affected. B/Eligible under Criterion
Fork A.
49 279 S. 100 W. |American No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
Fork
50 150 W.300S. |American Adverse Effect. Potential acquisition of primary building. B/Eligible under Criteria
Fork A.
51 262S.100 W. |American No Historic Properties Affected. B/Eligible under Criteria
Fork A.
52 2528.100 W. |American No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
Fork
| 53 238 S.100 W. |American No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
Fork
12
June 2008

A3




Map

Number Address City Nature of Impact SHPO Rating/ Eligibility
54 159 W.200S. |American No Historic Properties Affected. A/Eligible under Criteria
Fork Aand C.
55 187 W.200S. |American No Historic Properties Affected. B/Eligible under Criteria
Fork A.
56 360 W.200S. |American Adverse Effect for option A. Potential acquisition of 0.36 acre of land B/Eligible under Criterion
Fork needed for permanent widening of I-15 that would require acquisition [A.
of primary building.
Adverse Effect for option B. Potential acquisition of 0.425 acre t
needed for permanent widening of I-15 and proposed new frontage
road that would require acquisition of primary building.
57 104 Roosevelt |American No Adverse Effect for option A. Potential acquisition of 0.04 acre A/Eligible under Criteria
Fork needed for temporary construction easement, Aand C.
No Adverse Effect for option B. Potential acquisition of 0.05 acre
needed for temporary construction easement.
58 447 Harrison American No Historic Properties Affected. B/Eligible under Criterion
Avenue Fork A.
59 6670 W. 7750  |American No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
N. Fork
60 7086 W. 7750 |Lehi? No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
N.
61 889 W. Main ;‘xm;f ican No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
or]
62 1101 W. Main ?mlt-{:rican No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
or]
63 1028 W. Main |American No Adverse Effect. For options A and B, acquisition of 1.12 acres B/Eligible under Criterion
Fork needed for permanent widening of I-15. A.
64 1220 E. Main  |Lehi No Historic Properties Affected. B/Eligible under Criterion
A.
65 700 E. Main Lehi No Historic Properties Affected. A/Listed under Criterion
Aand C.
66 250N.950E. |Lehi No Historic Properties Affected. B/Eligible under Criterion
A.
67  |1000E. State  [Lehi No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
68 725E.500N.  |Lehi No Historic Properties Affected. A/Eligible under Criteria
Aand C.
69  |625N.700E. |Lehi No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
70 825N.400E. |Lehi No Historic Properties Affected. B/Eligible under Criterion
A.
71 880N.100E. |Lehi No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
72 816 W. State Lehi No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
73 802 W. State  |Lehi No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
74 830 W. State Lehi No Adverse Effect. Potential acquisition of 0.03 needed for permanent B/Eligible under Criterion
widening of I-15 and an additional 3,400 square feet needed for A.
temporary construction.
75 850 W. State Lehi No Adverse Effect. Acquisition of 0.03 acre of land needed for B/Eligible under Criterion
permanent widening of I-15 and an additional 4,500 square feet needed | A.
for temporary construction.
76 894 W. State Lehi No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
J%J‘;lse 2008
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Number Address City " Nature of Impact SHPO Rating/ Eligibility
77 980 W. State Lehi No Adverse Effect. Acquisition of 0.085 acre needed for permanent B/Eligible under Criterion
widening of I-15 and an additional 10,500 square feet needed for A.
temporary construction.
78 1000 W. State  |Lehi No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
79 1985 N. 900 W. [Lehi No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
80 1024 W. State  |Lehi No Historic Properties Affected. C/Not eligible.
81 1060 W. State  [Lehi No Adverse Effect. Acquisition of 0.02 acre of land needed for B/Eligible under Criterion
permanent widening of I-15 and interchange reconstruction. A.
82 1070 W. State  {Lehi No Adverse Effect. Acquisition of 0.023 acre of land needed for B/Eligible under Criterion
permanent widening of I-15 and interchange reconstruction. A.
83 2200 N. Lehi No Adverse Effect. Acquisition of 2.43 acres of land needed for B/Eligible under Criterion
1100 W. relocation of existing frontage road and for permanent widening of A.
1200 West, will not affect structures.
84  [2760N. Lehi No Historic Properties Affected. A/Eligible under Criteria
Frontage Road Aand C.
85 74175 Lehi No Adverse Affect. Strip acquisition of 0.702 acre of land needed for A/Eligible under Criterion
Thanksgiving permanent widening of I-15 and frontage road. AandC.
Way
86 4275 Lehi No Adverse Effect. Strip acquisition of 0.15 acre of land needed for B/Eligible under Criteria
Thanksgiving permanent widening of I-15 and frontage road. ‘ A.
Way ‘

Archaeological Sites

Jones and Stokes’ Class III cultural resources inventory documented fifteen
archaeological sites. Fourteen of the fifteen archaeological sites have been previously
recorded. Twelve of the fifteen sites are determined eligible for the NRHP, and three are
determined non-eligible. The non-eligible sites are summarized in Table 4. Each of them
has been documented in the past and has been determined non-eligible through previous
consultation.

Table 4. Non-eligible sites within the project APE.

Site Name (Number) Condition Eligibility
Bull River Ditch (42UT973) Abandoned, piped in APE. Previously recorded and
determined not eligible in 1996.
Fox Ditch (42UT974) Abandoned, piped in APE Previously determined not
eligible in 1996.
Matson Canal (42UT1553) Open canal, truncated, and lacks Previously determined not
integrity. eligible in August 2007

Segments of the Bull River Ditch have been recorded a number of times, most recently in
2007 for an Environmental Assessment of improvements to SR-92. It has previously
been determined not eligible, as it does not meet any criteria for eligibility for nomination
to the NRHP, and lacks integrity in a number of regards.

The Fox Ditch was determined not eligible in 1996. It exists as an open ditch on either
side of the freeway, but it is piped beneath the freeway through the entire APE.

14
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A segment of the Matson Canal was recorded in 2007, for a study of interchange
improvements at the south Springville interchange. It was determined not eligible for
nomination to the NRHP under any criteria. That segment includes the entire segment
documented as part of the I-15 inventory.

The remaining twelve sites have been determined eligible for nomination to the NRHP.
These are presented in Table 5. All but one of these sites have been determined eligible
through previous consultation. The exception is the West Union Canal (42UT1568),

newly recorded for this project.

Table 5. Eligibe sites in the APE.

Site Name/Number

Eligibility; NHPA criteria

Effect Determination

South Field Canal, (42UT935)

Eligible; A, C

No Adverse Effect.
Will not alter character-defining
features.

Murdock Canal (42UT947)

Eligible; A

No Adverse Effect.
Segment already piped beneath I-
15

Salt Lake and Western Railroad
Grade (42UT948)

Eligible; A

No Adverse Effect,
Non-contributing element will
not be impacted under current

plans.

D&RGWRR (42UT1101/SL293)

Eligible; A

No Adverse Effect
Will not alter character-defining
features

Utah Southern Railroad
(42UT1029/SL344)

Eligible; A

Adverse Effect,
Relocation likely necessary at
Point of the Mountain.

Lake Bottom Canal, (42UT1032)

Eligible; A

Adverse Effect.
Approximately two miles lie
within APE. Will likely be
relocated or placed in a culvert.

Mill Race Canal (42UT1485)

Eligible; A

No Adverse Effect.
Will not alter character-defining
features.

West Union Canal (42UT1568)

Eligible; A

No Adverse Effect.
Will not alter character-defining
features.

Provo Viaduct (D-413)

Eligible; A, C

Adverse Effect.
Plans call for complete removal
of viaduct.

Jordan & Salt Lake City Canal
(42SL214)

Eligible; A

No Effect.
Will not alter character-defining
features.

East Jordan Canal (42SL.290)

Eligible; A

No Adverse Effect.
Will not alter character-defining
features.

Draper Irrigation Canal
(42SL350)

Eligible; A

No Adverse Effect.
Segment piped beneath I-15

A-76

\]11?16 2008




The 1-15 reconstruction project will have an Adverse Effect on three of twelve historic
properties (Table 5). This is true under any of the Central Utah County options described
above. The three historic properties that will be adversely affected by the proposed
action are:

- The Provo Viaduct
- The Lake Bottom Canal,
- And the Utah Southern/Union Pacific Railroad.

The Provo Viaduct will be completely torn down as part of the interchange reconstruction
at Provo’s Center Street. Approximately two miles of the Lake Bottom Canal will be
adversely affected. Affected segments will have to be relocated, or placed into a pipe
underneath the reconstructed freeway. Finally, a portion of the Utah Southern/Union
Pacific Railroad rail line at the Point of the Mountain will likely have to be relocated.

The project will have No Adverse Effect on the remaining nine historic properties. Three
of them are canals, and the only impact will be extending existing culverts. These are the
Mill Race Canal, the West Union Canal, and the Jordan and Salt Lake City Canal. At the
East Jordan Canal, work will include widening the bridge over the canal, but will not
effect the canal itself. The Draper Irrigation Ditch and Murdock Canal are already piped
beneath I-15, and this project will not alter these canals. The affected segment of the Salt
Lake and Western Railroad Grade is a non-contributing element, and the project will not
alter any character-defining elements or attributes. The project will also have No
Adverse Effect on the South Field Canal, which runs beneath a concrete-slab bridge, and
the Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad.

Summary
For archeological properties, the alternatives will have an Adverse Effect on three of

twelve historic properties, including the Provo Viaduct, the Lake Bottom Canal, and the
Utah Southern/Union Pacific rail line. This is true for each of the available construction
options.

For architectural properties, the proposed improvements to I-15 in the subject area would
require the acquisition of the following three properties, 1260 W. 800 S. in Orem (site
36); 150 W. 300 S. (site 50) and 360 W. 200 S. (site 56), both in American Fork. UDOT
would need to acquire the properties regardless of the options discussed above for 800
South in Orem and the reconfiguration of the interchange at Main Street in American
Fork. Table 6 summarizes the effects on architectural properties of the proposed options.
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Table 6. Summary of Effects of I-15 Improvements for 800 South (Orem) Options
on Architectural Properties.

Options under No Historic No Adverse Effect Adverse Effect
study for 800 S. in | Properties Affected
Orem
Option A 65 20 3
Option B 69 16 3
Option C 67 18 3
Option D 71 14 3

A-78

The affect on architectural properties for both options under consideration of the
reconfiguration of the interchange at Main Street in American Fork would be the same:

an adverse effect 360 W. 200 S. (site 50), and No Adverse Effect on 104 Roosevelt (site
56).

The UDOT finds that the I-15 widening and reconstruction project will result in an
overall Adverse Effect.

Thank you for your review of this document. If you have any questions, please contact
us at (801) 227-8062 (jasonbright@utah.gov) or 965-4917(egiruad@utah.gov).

Respectfully,

P

é—; (%/(/\5(
Elizabeth Giraud

UDOT Architectural Historian

Enclosures
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I concur with the determinations of eligibility and findings of effect for UDOT Project
No. IN-NH-15-6(149)245E; I-15 Reconstruction, 12300 South to South Payson
Interchange; and with an overall finding that the project will have an Adverse Effect; in
accordance withSection 106 of the NHPA and U.C.A. 9-8-404.

Cory Jensen, |Nation Rfagister Coordinator Date
: oflefo7
Matthew Seddon, Deputy SHPO Date + 1

' 18 e 2008
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range ca. 1920-1955. There are multiple dumping mounds or refuse piles within the
scatter, and there is likely a subsurface component to the site, which could not be
documented during inventory. The site cannot be associated with particular events or
people in the past, and does not represent any kind of architectural or engineering
elements to suggest it was designed as part of a waste disposal system or process. As
such the site is not eligible under criteria A, B or C. However the size and diversity of
the site’s artifact assemblage, coupled with likely subsurface deposits and a probable
association with American Fork could contribute to a better understanding of local access
to goods and economic conditions during the Great Depression and World War Il.  For
these reasons Site 42UT1562 is determined eligible for nomination to the NRHP under

criterion D.

The Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad (42UT1125) has been recorded in the

past, and the East-West Connector repo

rt documents two previously unrecorded

segments. The site consists of the active railroad tracks and berm, with no historical
features along any of the documented segments. The site has been previously determined
eligible, and these contiguous segments retain enough integrity to be considered
contributing elements.

Findings of Effect

The three options at American Fork Main Street

have different potential effects on these

archaeological sites. These are listed in Table 3, and addressed in detail below.

Table 3. Determinations of Eligibility and Finding of Effect on Archaeological Properties in the

Fxpanded Study Area.
Site Number Eligibility Option A Option B Option C
{Site Name) Determination Finding of Effect | Finding of Effect Finding of Effect
42UT11235 Eligible under criteria | No Adverse Effect. | No Adverse Effect. | No Adverse Effect.
(D&RGWRR) Aand C Option A includes | Option B proposes Option C includes
a bridge to avoid an at-grade a bridge to avoud
the railroad. crossing in one the railroad
jocation (indicated
by the red doton
Option B Figure),
but will not alter
any elements that
contribute to the
site’s eligibility.
42UT1561 Not eligible under No Historic No Historic No Histeric
any criteria Properties Properties Properties
Affected Affected Affected
420T1562 Eligible under No Historic No Historic No Historic
criterion D Properties Properties Properties
Affected. Site Affected. Site Affected. Site
located outside the | located outside the | located outside the
area of potential area of potential area of potential
effect. effect. effect.

All three options intersect Site 42UT1125 (D&RGWRR), but Options A and C propose
to build an overpass for these crossings, and design plans avoid impacting the railroad
line itself. For this reason, UDOT finds the project will have No Adverse Effect on this
historic property under these two options. Option B proposes an at-grade crossing of the

Region Three Headquarters, 658 North 1500 West, Orem, Utah 84057
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(Redwood Road) to the west. The East-West Connector would pass through the
communities of American Fork, Lehi and Saratoga Springs. The cultural resources report
for the Fast-West Connector, prepared by SWCA Environmental Consultants, examines
the architectural properties and archaeological sites that could potentially be affected by
both projects. Ten of the thirty-six architectural properties and three of the
archaeological for the East-West Connector are addressed in this request for concurrence
on eligibility and effect. Please refer to the cultural resource report submitted for the
East-West Connector for a description of the sites discussed in this document.

Architectural Resources

Determination of Eligibility for Architectural Resources in the Expanded Study Area
UDOT’s Determinations of Eligibility for architectural properties are addressed below.
All of the properties in Table 1 have been recently evaluated or are under current review
for I-15, the East-West Connector and the Mountain View Corridor projects.

Table 1. Historic Buildings Documented within the I-15 Expanded Study Area.

SHPO Rating/ Eligibility
Evaluations in Previous and
Ougoing Culiural Resource
Studies
. Approx. o
Address City Date Built Description -
i Evaluation of Property in 5 8 £ . é
Amended I-15 DOEFOE | 2 =g |g2%
= = = s> B
25 |2 ©
57N, 1020 W |American 1960 Ranch/Rambler residence A/Eligible under Criterion e
Fork A&C
35N, 1020 W |American 1960  |Ranch/Rambler residence B/Eligible under Criterion A
X
Fork &C
1028 W. Main Am}:r%ean 1935 Period Revival Style residence B/Eligible under Criterion A e X X
For]
1041 W. Main ?mirican 1942 [WWII-Era Cottage residence C/hneligible x
or]
880 W. Main | American 1948 Quonset hut used for sound wall | C/Ineligible
Fork ines X
o business.
7122 W. 7750  pAmerican 1955 Ranch/Rambler residence B/Eligible under Criteria A
N. Fork X X
7086 W. 7750 |American 1947 Early Ranch residence C/lneligible
N Fork X X X
6670 W. 7750  |American 19355 Early Ranch residence C/Ineligible
I Fork X X
N.
8040 N, Mil} _ |Leni 1920 Brick warehouse B/Eligible under Criteria A
Pond ey
7491 W. Lehi 1955 Ranch Rambler residence C/Ineligible
. X X
Millpond
7505 W. Lehi 1930 Residence of undetermined style | (/Ineligible
) X X
Millpond
Region Three Headquarters, 658 North 1500 West, Oren, Utah 84057
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

JOHN R NJORD, P.E.
Executive Director

CARLOS M. BRACERAS, P.E.
State Of Utah Deputy Director

JON M, HUNTSMAN, JR.
Governor

GARY R. HERBERT
Ligutenant Governor

November 7, 2007

Dr. Matthew Seddon, Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer, and

Mr. Cory Jensen, National Register Coordinator and Architectural Historian
Utah Division of State History

300 Rio Grande

Salt Lake City, UT 84101-1182

RE: Improvements to I-15 from South Payson (Utah County) to 12300 South (Salt Lake
County), Project No. IM-NH-15-6(149)245E. Determination of Eligibility and Finding
of Effect (DOE/FOE) for Additional Properties Pertaining to the American Fork
Main Street Interchange, and Addendum to Previous Findings of Effect.

Dear Dr. Seddon and Mr. Jensen:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), and the Utah Department of
Transportation (UDOT) propose to undertake improvements from South Payson in Utah
County to 12300 South in Salt Lake County. UDOT has made an effort to consider the
effects of this undertaking on any historic or archaeological resources that could be
eligible for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), and to afford the Utah State
Historic Preservation Office (USHPO) an opportunity to comument on the undertaking, as
outlined in Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended,
and U.C.A. 9-8-404.

UDOT submitted a request for review of eligibility of and finding of effect on 88 historic
properties and 15 archeological sites related to the subject project on September 21, 2007,
and received a response from SHPO on October 16, 2007. UDOT is now evaluating

additional design options for a reconfigured interchange at Main Street in American Fork,

and as a result the study limits have expanded. UDOT seeks concurrence from SHPO on
the eligibility of properties identified in the expanded study limits and the potential effect
of the various options associated with the American Fork Main Street Interchange. The
various options are described herein and are illustrated on the enclosed maps.

UDOT is a& currently studying several alternatives for a new alignment, known as the
Rmm onnector,” from the American Fork Main Street Interchange to SR-68

NOV 8 - 2007
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Eleven architectural properties are included in the table above. Four of these have
already been included in the previous request for concurrence for the I-15 improvements.
Out of the seven properties added to the study area pertaining to the American Fork Main
Street interchange, one is rated as “A,” three are rated as “B,” and three are rated as “C.”
With the expansion of the study area for evaluation of the American Fork Main Street
interchange, UDOT has evaluated a total of 95 architectural properties in the project area.
In terms of SHPO ratings for eligibility to the National Register of Historic Places for the
entire I-15 project, eleven buildings have been recommended as “A;” forty-five have
been recommended as “B;” and the remaining thirty-nine buildings have been rated as
“C.!!

The historic boundaries for the seven properties added to the study area consist of the
legal boundary for the parcel of land on which the building is located. The exceptions
include the following properties:

28040 N. Millpond Road, Lehi: The boundaries for this property consist of the
building only, as the surrounding land is non-contributing given current uses.

1100 W. Main Street, American Fork: The site boundaries for this property
consist of the residence and the grassed/landscaped portions of the front and side
yards.

Finding of Effect of Proposed American Fork Main Street Interchange on Architectural
Properties in Expanded Study Area

UDOT is considering three options for the reconfigured interchange. The design for
Option A is a diamond interchange, in which traffic would be directed to Main Street.
All the improvements for Option A would be north of the existing Union Pacific Railroad
line. Option B would be single-point urban interchange (SPUD), with a new roadway
veering sharply to the southwest and continuing west along 7750 N. (known as 200 N. in
Lehi). Traffic would be directed south of the rail line. Option C also consists of a SPUI
design, in which traffic would be directed on a new road north of and parallel to the rail
line, before crossing the rail line in a southwesterly direction about one-half mile west of
I-15. Please refer to the enclosed maps for further detail.

Table 2. Finding of Effect on Architectural Properties in the Expanded Study Area

Site Number Eligibility Option A Option B Option C
(Site Name) Determination Finding of Effect | Finding of Effect | Finding of Effect
S7TN. 1020 W, Eligible under criteria | No Effect. No Effect. No Effect.
American Fortk | A
35 N. 1020 W. | Eligible under criteria | Use of .015 acres No Effect. No Effect.
A ofthet-aere
parcel; no mpact
to building. No
Adverse Effect.
1028 W. Main Eligible under criteria | Use of 1.31 acres No Effect. No Effect.
A of the 18.7 acre
parcel; no impact
to buiiding. No
Adverse Effect.
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880 W. Main CHneligible No Historic No Historic No Historic
Properties Properties Properties
Affected Affected Affected
1041 W. Main | C/Ineligible No Historic No Historic No Historic
Properties Properties Properties
Affected Affected Affected
7110 W. 7150 B/Eligible under No Effect. Use of 1.58 acres No Effect.
N. Criteria A of the 2.70 acre
parcel; no impact
to building and
negligible impact
to setting, feeling
and association of
property. No
Adverse Effect.
7086 W. 7750 C/Ineligible No Historic No Historic No Historic
N. Properties Properties Properties
Affected Affected Affected
6677 W. 7750 Cl/Ineligible No Historic No Historic No Historic
N. Properties Properties Properties
Affected Affected Affected
8040 N. B/Eligible under No Effect. No Effect. No Effect.
Milipond Criteria B
7491 W. C/Ineligible No Historic No Historic No Historic
Millpond Properties Properties Properties
Affected Affected Affected
7505 W, C/Ineligible No Historic No Historic No Historic
Millpond Properties Properties Properties
Affected Affected Affected

Archaeological Resources in American Fork Main Street Expanded Study Area

Determinations of Eligibility

The cultural resources report for the East-West Connector (Ellis 2007) includes all of the
archaeological resources that may be impacted by proposed reconstruction of the
American Fork Main Street Interchange. These are represented in the figures included in
this letter. There are three archacological sites identified in the East-West Connector
inventory which could be affected by one or more of the proposed interchange options.
These three sites are the Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad (42UT1 125),

420T1561 and 42UT1562.

Site 42UT1561 is an historic corral in an agricultural field, which may date to the 1930s.
The corral includes a loading chute, three ramps, four feeding troughs, and a fence. The
site lacks any other features or artifacts. The site cannot be associated with important

historical people, and its construction uses common twentieth-century materials and
reflects expedient, simple design. It has little potential for subsurface deposits, and is
unlikely to yield information concerning 1930s building techniques. It is therefore
determined that Site 42UT1561 does not meet any criteria for listing on the NRHP.

42UTI562 is an historic trash dump that may be associated with the city of American
Fork. The site is extensive, and contains thousands of artifacts, which indicate a date

Region Three Headquarters, 658 North 1500 West, Orem, Utal 84057
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railroad. Option B will not alter the railroad or diminish its historical integrity, and
UDOT finds the project will have No Adverse Effect on this historic property under
Option B as well.

Site 42UUT1561 is not eligible for nomination to the National Register of Historic Places
and therefore No Historic Properties Affected is the appropriate Finding of Effect for
all options. '

Site 42UT1562 is eligible, but will not be directly impacted by any of the three
alternatives. Itis close to the Area of Potential Effects, and is illustrated on the Option B
image accompanying this DOE/FOE, because that option comes closest to the site.
UDOT finds No Historic Properties Affected under any option for this site.

Amendments to Previous Findings of Effect

In a previous DOE/FOE (October 16, 2007) UDOT presented findings of effect for
fifteen archaeological resources. Two of these include the Lake Bottom Canal
(42UT1032) and the Utah Southern Railroad (42UT1029). Both properties were found to
be adversely effected by the proposed reconstruction of I-15. Since that time, new
information and design changes have altered the project’s effect on these two resources.

The original DOE/FOE stated that two miles of the Lake Bottom Canal would be affected
by reconstruction. In fact, the construction of Provo/Orem Options A, B, C, and D will
actually impact approximately 1,550, 1,775, 1,000, and 400 linear feet, respectively, of
the canal by widening existing culverts or by enclosing portions of the canal in the right-
of-way. Therefore, approximately one-third of a mile in this seven-mile canal will be
impacted, not two miles as originally described. Widening the existing culverts or
enclosing portions of the canal would not alter as a whole. Therefore, I-15 reconstruction
will have No Adverse Effect on the character-defining features of the site that contribute
to its eligibility for listing on the NRHP under criterion A. .

The original DOE/FOE also stated that a portion of the Utah Southern Railroad at Point
of the Mountain would be relocated by the project. It is now possible to describe the
amount of impact in greater detail. I-15 crosses the rail line either at-grade or at grade-
separated crossings in five locations, and in seven locations auxiliary roads cross the rail
line. Based on construction of Provo/Orem Options A, B, C, and D, these crossings will
affect 1,425, 1,150, 1,125, and 900 feet, respectively, of the rail line. In addition, 1,700
feet of the rail line near Point of the Mountain will be affected. Therefore, a maximum of
3,125 feet will be impacted by I-15 reconstuction. This represents a small portion of the

entire site-Moreover,; the particutar sections withirr the APE have been tmproved;
replacing much of the original construction material. Improving the existing Crossings or
constructing new crossings, at-grade or grade-separated, would not diminish the qualities
that qualify the rail line for listing on the NRHP under Criterion A. The primary
contributing elements of the rail line as a whole, will not be affected. Therefore, the
project will result in No Adverse Effect on site 42UT1029.
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The original DOE/FOE also stated that 1260 West 800 South in Orem will be adversely
impacted by all four design options in the Provo-Orem area. Since that time, design
plans have been able to avoid demolishing the building in two options, and have removed
a planned detention basin from all options. As a result of these changes only Option A
and Option C will result in an Adverse Effect. Options B and D will completely avoid
the property and building, so there will be No Effect on this property if UDOT pursues
either Option B or D.

Summary

The impact of the three options on architectural properties eligible for the National
Register associated with the proposed American Fork Main Street Interchange is
summarized below in Table 4.

Table 4, Summary of Effects on Eligible Architectural Properties in Expanded Study Area
(American Fork Main Street Interchange).

Option No Effect No Adverse Effect Adverse Effect
Option A 3 2 0
Option B 4 1 0
Option C 5 0 0

For archaeological properties, of the two additional archaeological sites identified in the
expanded study area as potentially eligible for the National Register, UDOT finds No
Effect for all of the options on Site 42UT1562, and that all of the options will have No
Adverse Effect on Site 42UT1125.

In the previous request for concurrence, UDOT found that the proposed improvements to
I-15 would have an adverse effect because of the acquisition of 150 W. 300 S. and 360
W. 200 S., both in American Fork. The necessity for the acquisition of these sites has not
changed. Regarding the previous finding of adverse effect for all options pertaining to
the proposed improvements to 800 South in Orem, UDOT finds that an adverse effect on
1260 W. 800 S. would occur only if Options B or D are implemented. Despite recent
efforts to avoid the Provo Viaduct, UDOT has determined that the proposed
improvements to I-15 will require the removal of this bridge, thus causing an Adverse
Effect to this property. Overall, UDOT finds that the proposed I-15 project will have an
Adverse Effect.

Thank you for your review of this document, and if you have questions please contact us
at (801) 227-8062 (jasonbright@utah.gov) or (801) 965-4917 (egiraud@utah.gov).

Respectully,——)

e

-~ Jason Bright, MEPA/NHPA Specialist
o UDOT{M_ 10%§Mgﬂﬂ¥9mﬁieﬂtal
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UDOT Central Environmental

ce: Merrell Jolley/UDOT/R3

T concur with the amendments to determinations of eligibility and findings of effect for
UDOT Project No. IN-NH-15-6(149)245E; I-15 Reconstruction, South Payson
Interchange in Utah County to 12300 South in Salt Lake County; and with an overall
finding that the project will have an Adverse Effect; in accordance with Section 106 of
the NHPA and U.C.A. 9-8-404.

skt

( /"*’“\ ,// | - ts-of

Mr. CoryJ ens&n, N%fnai Register Coordinator and Date

Architectural Historigh, Utah SHPC
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

JOHN R. NJORD, P.E.

S
W, 3 Executive Director
Tl 89,6 A
sl CARLOS M. BRACERAS, P.E.
State Of Utah Deputy Director

JON M. HUNTSMAN, JR.
Governor

GARY R. HERBERT
Liewtenant Governor

March 26, 2008

Dr. Matthew Seddon, Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer, and

Mr. Cory Jensen, National Register Coordinator and Architectural Historian
Utah Division of State History

300 Rio Grande

Salt Lake City, Utah 84101-1182

RE:  Case No. 07-1647
UDOT Project No. IN-NH-15-6(149)245E; I-15 Reconstruction, South Payson Interchange to
12300 South, Utah County, Utah.
Third Addendum Determination of Eligibility and Finding of Effect.

Dear Dr. Seddon and Mr.Jensen:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), and the Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) are
preparing to undertake the subject federal-aid project. The project proposes to widen and reconstruct I-15
from the South Payson interchange in Utah County to the 12300 South interchange in Salt Lake County.

In accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, 16 U.S.C.
§470 et seq., and Utah Code Annotated (U.C.A.) §9-8-404, the FHWA, in partnership with the UDOT, is
taking into account the effects of this undertaking on historic properties, which could be eligible for the
State or National reglsters located within the project Area of Potential Effect (APE) and to afford the
Utah State Historic Preservation Office (USHPO) an opportunity to comment on the undertaking and its
effects. Additionally, this submission is in compliance with Section 4(f) of the Department of
Transportation Act of 1966, 23 U.S.C. § 138 (as amended) and 49 U.S.C. § 303 (as amended).

This letter serves as an addendum to previously submitted Determinations of Eligibility and Findings of
Effect for the subject project, and contains revised and additional Determinations of Eligibility and
Findings of Effect (for both Section 106 and Section 4(f)) for all historic properties eligible for inclusion
on the Natipnal Register of Historic Places (NRHP) located within the APE for this project.

Receive
APR 7 - 2008

U SH PO Region Three Headquarters, 658 North 1500 West, Orem, Utah 84057
telephone 801-227-8000 » facsimile 8§01-227-8061 *+ www.udot.utah.gov
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Project design changes to the original APE required additional pedestrian survey for archaeological
resources as these additional areas were not covered by the original survey. These additional areas were
surveyed by Jason Bright of Parsons Brinkerhoff in conjunction with Jones & Stokes Environmental
Consultants. Complete results are reported in the enclosed letter report, dated March 26, 2008. No
additional archaeological sites were identified during this survey. Therefore, the finding of effect for these
areas is No Historic Properties Affected and there are no Section 4(f) uses.

This letter also serves as an update to two previously recorded architectural properties. Additional
research on these properties resulted in changes to the previously submitted Determinations of Eligibility
and the Findings of Effect for which the Utah SHPO has already concurred. UDOT requested Jones &
Stokes Environmental Consultants, the firm that produced the reconnaissance-level report and surveyed
the majority of the project area, investigate the history and development of two properties: 1260 West 800
South and 12 South 1160 West, both in Orem. The consultants prepared Intensive Level Site (ILS) forms
for each property (enclosed). Based on the research presented in the ILS documentation, UDOT has re-
evaluated both buildings, revising the previous SHPO ratings of B/Eligible to C/Not eligible for both
properties, meaning that they are of the historic period but do not meet the National Register criterion for
eligibility. ‘

Aerial maps and other primary data, such as title reports, indicate that the small agricultural building at
1260 West 800 South was either constructed or moved to its present location at the end of, or after, the
historic period ending in 1963. Research did not reveal any connection with a more extensive farmstead
or previous development associated with the site. Broadly stated, the consultants and UDOT staff could
not locate evidence that presented a clear and direct associated with any obvious historic or architectural
theme. In the DOEFOE submitted by UDOT to SHPO dated October 11, 2007, UDOT found that the
nature of the impact for this building would be an adverse effect. With the revised Determination of
Eligibility, UDOT is revising its Finding of Effect to No Historic Properties Affected for this property.

In preparation of the ILS for 12 South 1160 West, a Minimal Traditional residence constructed in 1950,
Jones & Stokes and UDOT staff found that numerous alterations have been made to the house to the
extent that it no longer conveys its significance with post-war development in Orem, and that alterations
to the house have compromised it as an example of Minimal Traditional domestic architecture. In the
DOEFOE submitted by UDOT to SHPO dated October 11, 2007, UDOT found that the nature of the
impact for this building would be no adverse effect. With the revised Determination of Eligibility, UDOT
is revising its Finding of Effect to No Historic Properties Affected for this property. ‘

There are no other changes to the previously submitted Determinations of Eligibility and the Findings of
Effect for which the Utah SHPO has already concurred. Because the proposed undertaking requires the
acquisition of 150 West 300 South, American Fork; 360 West 200 South, American Fork; and the Provo
Center Street Viaduct (D-413), the Finding of Effect for the project as a whole remains as Adverse
Effect.

Please review this document and, providing you agree with the findings contained herein, sign and date
the signature line at the end of this letter. Should you have any questions or need additional information,
please feel free to contact us at (801) 227-8062 (jelsken@utah.gov) or (801) 965-4917

(egiraud@utah.gov).

I-15 Reconstruction, 2
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Sincerely,

W fee——

Jennifer Elsken Elizabeth Giraud
NEPA/NHPA Specialist Architectural Historian
UDOT Region 3 UDOT

Enclosures

cc: Merrell Jolley, UDOT Region 3
Rich Crosland, UDOT Region 3

‘Regarding UDOT Project No. IN-NH-15-6(149)245E; I-15 Reconstruction, South Payson Interchange to
12300 South, Utah County, Utah, I concur with the finding of effect, submitted to the Utah State Historic
Preservation Office in accordance with Section 106 of the NHPA and U.C.A. 9-8-404, which states that
the UDOT has determined that the finding of effect for newly surveyed areas is No Historic Properties
Affected. I concur with the revised Determinations of Eligibility and Findings of Effect for the properties
located at 1260 West 800 South (Orem) and 12 South 1160 West (Orem) which states that the UDOT has
re-evaluated these properties from Eligible to Not eligible, resulting in a finding of No Historic
Properties Affected. The finding for the project as a whole remains as Adverse Effect.

| XWQ - Y[3/eY

Matthew Seddon Date
Deputy State Histe dservation Officer

d

Cory Jensen l
Architectural Historia tional Register & Survey Coordinator

Az lee

Date

I-15 Reconstruction, 3
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November 30, 2004

Mr. David C. Gibbs, P. E.
Division Administrator

Utah Division

Federal Highway Administration
2520 W. 4700 S., Suite 9A

Salt Lake City, UT 84118-1847

Dear Mr. Gibbs

- 'We have received your letter dated October 18, 2004, which describes the I-15 corridor EIS,
Utah County — Salt Lake County Environmental Impact Statement and requesting Utah Transit
Authority be a formal Cooperating Agency. We appreciate the request and are pleased to agree
to be a Cooperating Agency. Public transit alternatives currently provide significant capacity in
congested corridors of the metropolitan area and need to be included in the mix of alternatives
considered. The Transit Authority readily commits staff resources to the project to provide
technical expertise and information as well as document review.

Utah Transit Authority has been involved developing a work scope for the project which ensures
the requirements of transit alternatives are met. We have recently agreed with UDOT to
contribute funds to the EIS and are in the process of signing an agreement to formalize our
participation. The scoping process has identified a strong desire to see transit options inciuding
commuter rail studied.

We are pleased to be part of the Study and to provide the resources necessary to fulfill the
requiremnents of a cooperating agency. If we can provide any further information or assistance
please contact me at 801-287-2135.

Sincerely,

Aokl (Zaredit

Mick Crandall
Deputy Chief for Planning and Programming

‘Ce: Merrell Jolley, UDOT

UTAH TRANSIT AUTHORITY
3600 SOWFB 700 WEST (84119) P O. BOX 30810 SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84130-0810 TEL. 801.262.562§ - o ypgw-rideuta.com
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3600 South 700 West

UTAH TRANSIT AUTHORITY

P.O. Box 30810

Friday, April 06, 2007 | ‘ N Salt Lake City, UT 84130

Carlos Braceras
Deputy Director
Utah Department of Transportation
4501 South 2700 West
- Mail Stop 141200
Salt Lake City, UT 84114-1200

RE: Separation of Environmental Documents for I-15 and Commuter Rail -
Carlos,

This letter is being submitted to your office in order to document the recent decision by the Utah
Transit Authority (UTA) and UDOT to split the I-15 Environmental Impact Study document into
two separate documents. One document will proceed to complete the I-15. Final Environmental
Impact Study and the other will proceed as an independent Environmental Study Report,
following UTA environmental procedures. We fully expect UTA and UDOT to continue
cooperatively through the publication of each of our respective documents.

Since the summer of 2004 UDOT and UTA have been working jointly to pursue a NEPA Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) that would examine both transit and highway solutions
to provide improved mobility in the I-15 Corridor through Utah and south Salt Lake counties. I
want to express my genuine pleasure at the success that UDOT and UTA have enjoyed over the
last few years in partnering on this project as well as other large corridor analyses, in particular -
the Mountain View Corridor. I believe that this arrangement of evaluating transportation
solutions together is the best strategy for the future of the Wasatch Front.
At the time that we initiated the study there was also some discussion about when in fact the
transit and highway portions of the environmental document would separate, at the end of the
DEIS or FEIS. In order for each agency to reach an FEIS in a timely manner, the decision was

~ jointly made to keep the transit and highway environmental analysis together until the end of the
DEIS.

In November 2006, a ballot referendum was presented to the voters asking them to approve a %
cent addition to the sales tax for funding transportation improvements including roads and
transit. In Utah County the ballot language explicitly stated that 87% of the % cent increase was
to be used to fund the construction of a commuter rail line. The ballot initiative was successful in
both Salt Lake and Utah Counties by almost a 2/3 vote.

As a result of that vote, UTA made a decision that commuter rail from Provo to Salt Lake City
would be built as a locally funded project, with UTA’s goal to be completed before 1I-15
reconstruction would begin.

A-92 v June 20 R
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UTA has completed guidance for preparing an Environmental Study Report (ESR) for locally
funded transit projects. With this guidance in place and much of the environmental work
completed for the I-15 EIS, UTA will complete the remaining environmental evaluation work
and publish the results in an ESR and proceed with design and construction as a locally funded

project.

This letter is recognition and confirmation of the decision that has been made by UTA and
UDOT to separate the documents at this point in time to expedite construction of Provo to Salt

Lake FrontRunner.

Pleage lffeel free to contact me with further questions regarding this issue.
Ly

Resi)ez:t

e)elopment Officer

Cc:  Merrel] Jolley
Dave
Greg Pun\
Walter “Butch” Waidelich

A-93
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The City of
Provo, Utah

Lewis K. Billings
Mayor

351 West Center Street
P.O. Box 1849
Provo, Utah 84603
(801) 852-6100
FAX: (801) 852-6107
WWW.PIrovo.org

Q
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August 1, 2007
I-15 Corridor EIS D) e ke = ‘/
c¢/o Parsons Brinckerhoff LU —

488 E. Winchester Street, Suite 400
Murray, UT 84107 Par

Dear I-15 Project Team:

The City of Provo has adopted the attached resolutions expressing
the City’s official position on the I-15 Environmental Impact Statement
draft. One resolution deals specifically with the I-15 corridor through
Provo; the other deals with the widening of Geneva Road and a proposed
alternative that would include a reliever corridor further west in Provo.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this process and for
the depth of analysis that has been done. Should you have any questions
about these resolutions or the City’s position, please don’t hesitate to
contact us.

Sincerely,

PROVO CIT

ce Municipal Council
W. Parker
M. Bingham
G. McGinn
N. Jones

June 2008



RESOLUTION 2007- 65

SHORT TITLE:

ARESOLUTION SUPPORTING THE WIDENING OFI-15, AFRONTAGEROAD SYSTEM, AND
A SINGLE POINT URBAN INTERCHANGE AT PROVO’S CENTER STREET AND I-15.

PASSAGE BY MUNICIPAL COUNCIL

ROLL CALL

DISTRICT | NAME MOTION | -SECOND FOR | AGAINST OTﬁER

cw1 GEORGE O. STEWART |
| cw2 STEVEN C. TURLEY 7 ~
CD1 CYNTHIA R. DAYTON / ~
CD2 CYNTHIA J. CLARK v
CD3 | MIDGE JOHNSON [
CD 4 BARBARA SANDSTROM -
CD5 CINDY L. RICHARDS v
TOTALS 7 o e
This resolution was passed by the Municipal Council of Provo City, on the / 7 ~ day
of - ‘ C},, ,/,u , 2007 on a roll call vote as described above. Signed this / 7 day

/A ULOW},- , 2007.

ayor
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RESOLUTION 2007- 65

CITY RECORDER'S CERTIFICATE AND ATTEST

ThisResolutionwasrecordedin the office of the Provo City Recorderonthe )

day of , 2007.

I hefeby certify and attest that the foregoing constitutes a true and accurate record of

proceedings with respect to Resolution Number 2007-__65

| Signed this 30 day of Qza,@ 2007.
/City Reporder

A96 o S , June 2008
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RESOLUTION 2007-65.

A RESOLUTION SUPPORTING THE WIDENING OF I-15, A FRONTAGE
ROAD SYSTEM, AND A SINGLE POINT URBAN INTERCHANGE AT
PROVO'S CENTER STREET AND I-15.

WHEREAS, the explosive population growth that has occurred in Provo and Utah County
and the prospect of yet further growth in both population and Vehlcle miles traveled has created a
demand for additional transportation capacity; and,

WHEREAS, the Utah Department of Transportation, the Utah Transit Authority, and the
Mountainland Association of Governments are conducting an environmental impact study ("EIS")
ofthe Interstate 15 ("I-15") corridor from the southern part of Salt Lake County through central Utah
County to identify and evaluate options for increasing transportation capacity through expanded
vehicle and transit corridors; and, :

WHEREAS, the cities of Provo and Orem have worked closely together and with the EIS
study team to coordinate the cities' common interests in providing enhanced corridors and improved
access while still protecting the integrity of neighborhoods impacted by these corridors; and,

WHEREAS, Provo City's General Plan and Transportation Plan components contemplate
choices that not only enhance traffic flow and promote an intermodal approach to transportation, but
also respect the need to unify our community rather than divide it; and,

WHEREAS, the City has long supported the concept.of a frontage road or collector-
distributor system to provide adequate access to the Interstate without creating additional traditional
interchanges through Provo which would dlsrupt ex1stmg neighborhoods and push traffic through
residential streets near the Interstate.

NOW THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Municipal Council and Mayor of Provo Clty,
Utah, as follows:

" PARTL I

1. The C1ty of Provo supports the adoptlon by the Utah Department of Transportat1on ofa -
plan that widens Interstate 15 through Provo to five lanes in each direction, including a high
occupancy vehicle lane.

2. The City of Provo supports the concept of a frontage road system north of the Provo Center
Street interchange to the University Parkway interchange in Orem to enhance access to the Interstate,
while at the same time minimizing the impact of enhanced traffic capacity on neighborhoods near
the Interstate. A frontage road system would contribute directly to accomplishing the purposes of
the City’s General Plan and Transportation Plan and should allow very limited access with no new
roads or driveways accessmg it after oonstructlon :
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48
49
50
51
52
53

54

55

, 3. The City of Provo supports the installation of a Single Point Urban Interchange ("SPUI")
concept at the I-15/Provo Center Street interchange to facilitate traffic movement in all directions
at this location. The SPUI option will be a better option than the diamond interchange proposed by

UDOT and will offer greater capacity to handle increased traffic now and in the future.
PART II:
This resolution shall take effect immediately.

END OF RESOLUTION.

A-98
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May 1, 2008

Mr. Max Mitchell

Assistant Director/Parks

The City of Provo, Parks Division
1430 South 350 East

P.O. Box 1849

Provo, UT 84603-1849

RE: Temporary occupancy of the Provo River Parkway Trail

Dear Mr. Miichell;

The Federal Highway Administration and the Utah Department of Transportation propose
to reconstruction much of Interstate 15 through Utah County. Part of that reconstruction
includes replacing the bridges over the Provo River and the Provo River Parkway Trail,
which is a public recreation facility. Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of
Transportation Act of 1966 requires that we disclose our temporary construction impacts
at the Trail, and have written concurrence that you understand the project, and that it will
not have a permanent adverse effect to the Trail.

Replacing the I-15 bridges over the Provo River will require brief use of the Provo River
Parkway Trail at approximately 400 North in Provo. Section 4(f) of the U.S, Department
of Transportation Act (1966) and 23 CFR 774.17 define “use” as permanently
incorporating land into a transportation facility, in this case I-15. Because the proposed
work to replace the I-15 bridges at the Provo River Parkway Trail will not permanently
incorporate any land into a transportation facility, it will not constitute a use.

Instead, the proposed work constitutes a “temporary occupancy,” of the trail. A
temporary occupancy has the following characteristics (23 CFR 774.13):

1) Duration must be temporary (i.e., less than the time needed for construction of the
project), and there should be no change in ownership of the land,

2) Scope of work must be minor (i.e., both the nature and magnitude of the changes
to the Section 4(f) resource are minimal);

3) There are no anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, nor will there be
interference with the activities or purpose of the resource, on either a temporary or
permanent basis;
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4) The land being used must be restored fully to a condition that is at least as good as
that which existed prior to the proposed project; and

5) There must be documented agreement with the appropriate Federal, State, or local
officials having jurisdiction over the resource regarding the above conditions.

At this location, the trail and Provo River cross beneath I-15, with the trail on the south
bank of the river. Recreational use of the existing trail at this location will be interrupted
on a temporary basis, only during reconstruction of the I-15 bridges (Item #1 above).

Impacts on the trail are expected to be minor and would affect only a short segment,
approximately 125 to 150 feet of the 15-mile-long trail (Item #2 above). The section of
Provo River Parkway Trail directly beneath I-15 would not be accessible during the
reconstruction and widening of the bridges that span the trail.

For that reason, a detour will be available for trail users at all times during this period to
ensure uninterrupted use of the trail (Item #3 above). Illustrations of the potential detour
routes are attached. Potential detour routes for trail users to cross the I-15 corridor and
railroad tracks include 820 North or Center Street in Provo. On the east side of I-15, the
detours would start where Independence Avenue currently crosses the Provo River. West
of I-15, they would connect at the Geneva Road Trailhead, also an access point for the
Provo River Parkway Trail. In either case, signs will be posted along the trail to inform
users of the detour schedules and routes. The proposed detour would allow for
uninterrupted use of the trail during construction; it would not affect enjoyment of the
trail or adversely affect the activities, features, or attributes that qualify the trail for
protection under Section 4(f).

After construction has been completed, the trail will be restored to its original condition
or better, and access to this section of the trail will be restored (Item #4 above).
Currently, we have cleared enough room for a 14-foot wide trail, an improvement over
the existing trail.

These measures satisfy items 1-4 of a temporary occupancy. The fifth item requires
agreement by the trail official stating agreement with items 1-4, as outlined in the
measures described here.

If you have any comments or questions, please feel free to contact me at (801) 288-3248
or bright@pbworld.com.

Regarding the reconstruction of I-15 over the Provo River Parkway Trail, T concur that

the project, as described above, will conform with items 1 though 4.
N

, Assistant Director/Parks
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RESOLUTION NO. R-07-0025

A RESOLUTION OF THE OREM CITY COUNCIL ADOPTING
UTAH DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION’S I-15
OPTION “A” CONCEPT WITH MINOR AMENDMENTS AS
PART OF THE CITY TRANSPORTATION MASTER PLAN

WHEREAS recorded and projected growth in the City of Orem and in Utah County has created
the need for several transportation improvements in the city which are not identified in the City’s
Transportation Master Plan; and

WHEREAS Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) held a public meeting in the City of
Orem on May 9, 2007, and gained public support for I-15 Option “A” improvements which include an
800 South Interchange and I-15 frontage roads from University Parkway southward into Provo as shown
in Exhibit “A” which is attached hereto and by reference is made part hereof; and

WHEREAS the City Transportation Advisory Commission recommends adopting Option “A” as
part of the City Transportation Master Plan with minor changes; and

WHEREAS the changes to Option “A” described above are shown in Exhibit “B” which is
attached hereto and by reference is made a part hereof.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF OREM,
UTAH, as follows:

1.  The City of Orem hereby adopts UDOT’s Option “A” concept for I-15 Improvements with
the amendments described below and shown in Exhibit “B” as part of the City Transportation Master
Plan.

a.  An alternate alignment for the 800 South Interchange Road west of I-15 to maximize
transit oriented development that will complement the future Intermodal Center.

b.  Separate pedestrian and bike paths on the new 800 South Interchange Road to provide
good service to the transit oriented development and the Intermodal Center.

2. This resolution will take effect immediately upon passage.

3. All other resolutions, ordinances, and policies in conflict herewith, either in whole or in part,
are hereby repealed.

PASSED and APPRIOVED this 26™ day of June 2007.

Page 1 of 2
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Donna R. Weaver, City Recorder

COUNCIL MEMBERS VOTING "AYE"
Margaret Black

Les Campbell

Dean Dickerson

Karen McCandless

Mark Seastrand

Shiree Thurston

Jerry C. Washburn

A-102
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Exhibit “A” (1 of 2)
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Parsons Brinckerhoff
Utah Office

February 5, 2007

Mr. John Njord, P.E.

Executive Director

Utah Department of Transportation
4501 South 2700 West

Mailstop 141200

Salt Lake City, UT 84114-1200

Dear Mr. Njord:

We are writing to reaffirm Lehi City’s request to construct an additional freeway interchange
along Interstate 15, at approximately mile marker 285, north of the existing Alpine/Highland
interchange.

As you are well aware, northern Utah County has experienced tremendous residential,
commercial and industrial growth in the past few years, overloading existing road infrastructure
and serving as a source of great frustration to many who drive, live and work in this part of Utah
Valley. We very much appreciate the efforts of the Utah Department of Transportation’s
(UDOT) “I-15 Project Team,” as well as the “SR 92 Project Team” in working to improve state
road infrastructure in Lehi; however, we feel that without an additional interchange along I-15 in
Lehi, UDOT’s efforts will ultimately fail. At present, the existing Alpine/Highland interchange
is operating beyond capacity and growth in the area will further compound the problem without
an additional interchange at approximately mile marker 285.

For your information, in the last few months, Lehi City has received numerous inquiries from
land owners who have plans to develop property along the I-15 corridor in Lehi. Such
developments include (1) the Utah Transit Authority’s (UTA) plan to build a commuter rail stop
at Thanksgiving Point accommodating up to 1,200 parked cars daily, (2) more than one million
square feet of commercial office space, (3) approximately two million square feet of retail space,
and (4) more than 3,000 residential housing units. These numbers do not include already
approved developments, such as Traverse Mountain.

As a community, we remain committed to working with UDOT, Mountainland Association of
Governments (MAG) and Utah County in addressing regional and local transportation needs.
Moreover, we believe it is imperative that an additional access point to I-15, north of the
Alpine/Highland interchange, be part of the solution.
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Mr. John Njord, Page 2
February 5, 2007

We are happy to discuss our request and associated concerns with you and your staff. Please do
not hesitate to contact us at (801) 768-7100.

Regards,

o3 (u 72( | W

wald H. Johnson, Mayo

%éﬁ
Johnny

/M/

J; amcs Dixon, Counci Member Johnny Revill, Council Member

\Sw@&

Malk hnson, Council Member

B /%,%W/

Stephen Holbrook, Council Member -

ce:  Utah Transportation Commission
Dave Nazare, UDOT Region 3 Director
Merrill Jotley, UDOT I-15 Project Team
Dan Avila, UDOT SR 92 Project Team
Darrell Cook, MAG
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

JOHN R. NJORD, P.E.
Executive Director

CARLOS M. BRACERAS, P.E.
State of Utah Deputy Director

OLENE S. WALKER
Governor

GAYLE McKEACHNIE
Liewtenant Governor

August 27, 2004

Mr. David Maurstad, Regional Director
Federal Emergency Management Agency
Region VI

Building 710, Box 25267

Denver, CO 80225-0267

Re: I-15 Corridor Utah County — Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Mr. Maurstad:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the I-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the 1-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of Intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the

project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the I-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,

Merrell Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

cc: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager

V22O A S

Region Three Headguarters, 658 North 1500 West, Orem, Utah 84057 ,
telephone ROK%é%OUU * facsimile §01-227-8061 » www.udot.utah.gov ]
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

JOHN R. NJORD, P.E.
Executive Director

CARLOS M. BRACERAS, P.E.
State of Utah Deputy Director

OLENE S. WALKER
Governor

GAYLE McKEACHNIE
Liewtenant Governor

August 27, 2004

Mr. David Maurstad, Regional Director
Federal Emergency Management Agency
Region VI

Building 710, Box 25267

Denver, CO 80225-0267

Re: I-15 Corridor Utah County — Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Mr. Maurstad:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the I-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the 1-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of Intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the

project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the I-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,

Merrell Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

cc: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager

V22O A S

Region Three Headguarters, 658 North 1500 West, Orem, Utah 84057 ,
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OLENE S, WALKER
Gavernor

GAYLE McKEACHNIE
Licwtenant Governor

August 27, 2004

Ron Wopsock, Administration
Ute Indian Tribe

988 S. 7500 E.,

Fort Duchesne UT 84026

Re: I-15 Corridor Utah County — Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Mr. Wopsock:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the 1-15 Corridor in Utah and Sailt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Compiex, 4501 South 2700 West, Sait Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by Sepiember 3,

in addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the I-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of Intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visibie corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of

multimodal alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the
project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the |-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,

e /

Merrell Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

cc: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Vaidez, PB Project Manager

Region Three Headguarters, 658 North 1500 West. Qrem, Utah 84057
lelephone S(HAE_%?Té(]OO « (acsimile 801-227-8061 « www.ndoLulah.gov
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August 27, 2004

Leon Bear

Skull Valley Band of Gosiute indians
2480 S. Main St., Ste 110

SLC UT 84115

Re: 115 Corridor Utah County — Salt Lake County
Environmental impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Mr. Bear:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the I-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are aiso hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the {-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visibie corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the

project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the 1-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,

¥4 BT
e /
{
Merrell Jolley, P.E.

Project Manager

cc: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager

Kegion Three Headguarters, 658 North 1500 West, Qrem, Utah 84057 ;’.
elephone 801-227 8]()0() + (nesimile 804 -227-8061 « www udolulah. gov §
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August 27, 2004

Geneal Anderson

Paiute Indian Tribe of Utah
440 N. Paiute Dr

Cedar City, UT 84720

Re: I-15 Corridor Utah County — Sait Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Mr. Anderson:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the I-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the I-15 Corridor. The dates, times and focations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of

multimodat alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the
project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the 1-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,
§

Merrell Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

cc: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager

Region Three Headguarters, 658 North 1500 West, Orem. Utah 84057 ] .}':
telephone 801 p?._i}]?ﬁ()(}() * [acsimile 301-227-8061 » www.ndoLutah.gov 54
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August 27, 2004

lvan Wongan

Northwestern Band of Shoshoni Tribe
427 N. Main, Suite 104

Pocatello D 83204

Re: i-15 Corridor Utah County - Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Mr. Wongan

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the 1-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consuitant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

in addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the 1-15 Corridor. The dates, times and iocations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have aiso attached a copy of the Notice of Intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal alternatives.

Piease feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the

project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the I-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,

Merrell Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

cc: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager

Region Three Headquarters, 658 Noith 1500 West, Orem. Utah 84057
lelephone R(HAQH:?(]{}() * facsimile 801-227-8061 « www udot.utah.gov
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August 27, 2004

David Pete
Goshute Indian Tribe

BIA Hwy #1
Ibapah, UT 84034 (Box 6104)

Re: [-15 Corridor Utah County — Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Mr. Pete:

You are invited to parficipate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the 1-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team af 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the I-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have aiso attached a copy of the Notice of intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the
project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the -15 Corridor.

Sincerely,

Merrell Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

cc: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager

Region Three Headguarters, 658 North 1500 Wes(, Orem, Utah 84057
telephone 3()¥p’r"_%'ll—4§()00 * [acsimile 801-227-8061 » www.udotutah.gov
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August 27, 2004

Carolyn Wright

Governor's Office, Resource Development
Coordinating Committee, Dept. of Natural Resources
1594 West North Temple

Salt Lake City, UT 84102

Re: I-15 Corridor Utah County ~ Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting invitation

Dear Ms. Wright:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the I-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Sailt Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the 1-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have afso attached a copy of the Notice of Intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to underiake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the

project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the 1-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,

Merrell Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

cc: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager

Region Thiee Headguarters. 658 Norih 1500 Wesl, Qrem, Utah 84057
telephone 8()I7£_?171%()()0 * [acsimile 801-227-8061 » www.udet.stah.gov 8
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August 27, 2004

Judy Watanabe

Dept. of Public Safety, Division of Comprehensive Emergency Management
Flood Loss Reduction Section

1110 State Office Building

Salt Lake City, UT 84114

Re: 1-15 Corridor Utah Gounty — Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Ms. Watanabe:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the 1-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the 1-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached far your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of Intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the
project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important nroject to improve
transportation within the 1-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,

Merrell Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

ce: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Vaidez, PB Project Manager

Region Three Headguariers, 658 Nowth 1500 West, Orem. Utah 84057
telephone S()k’_.’ﬁé‘s()(l(] » facsiinile $01-227-8001 ¢ www.wdolutah.gov
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August 27, 2004

Tharold E. Green, Jr.

Utah Division of Parks and Recreation
1594 West North Temple

Suite 116

Salt Lake City, UT 84114-6001

Re: I-15 Corridor Utah Gounty — Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Mr. Green:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the 1-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consuitant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the 1-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the

project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the 1-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,

Merrell Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

ce: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager

Region Three Headquarters, 638 Nerth 1500 West, Orem, Utah 84057
Lelephone 8(}115\’__?7[7%000 » [acsimile 801-227-8061 « www.udotutah.gov
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August 27, 2004

Forrest Cuch

Community and Economic Development, Division of Indian Affairs
324 South State Street

Suite 500

Salt Lake City, UT 84114

Re: |-15 Corridor Utah County - Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Mr. Cuch:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the I-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consuitant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the 1-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of Intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal alternatives.

Please fee] free to contact me at 801-222-34086 with guestions or for more information on the

project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the 1-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,

Project Manager

ce: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager

Region Three Headquartess, 638 North 1500 West, Orem. Utah 84057
telephone 8()k21'2¥88(10() » Cacsimile 801-237-8001 » www . udot.utah.gov
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State of Utah

OLENE S WALKER
Genernor

GAYLE McKEACHNIE

Liewencon Gavernor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

JTGHIN R NIQRD. P,
Lxecutive Divector

CARLOS M. BRACERAS. I
Depuury Director

Region Three Headguarters, 658 North 1500 West. Orem, Utah 84057 g g
telephone 801 ’_2’1’,]&()()() s facsimile 8O1-227-8061 » www.idotatah.gov

August 27, 2004

Utah Energy Office

Thomas Brili, Director

1504 West North Temple , Suite 3610
PO Box 146480

Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-6480

Re: 1-15 Corridor Utah County — Salt Lake County
Environmental impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Mr. Brill:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the I-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the 1-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of Intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
earty involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal aliernatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the

project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the |-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,
l\‘“_”‘ /

Merrell Joliey, P.E.
Project Manager

cc: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

JOFIN RONIORD, P
Exvecniive Director

- CARLOS M. BRACERAS, P.IL
State 0',[' Utah Deputy Director

OLENE S, WALKER

Governgr

GAYLE McKEACHNIE
Lietiencit Governer

August 27, 2004

Utah Dept of Forestry, Fire & State Lands
Dick Buehler, Deputy Director

1504 West North Temple. Suite 3520

PO Box 145703

Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-6480

Re: I-15 Corridor Utah County — Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Mr. Buehler:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the 1-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Piease RSVP
to Janine Fiora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the I-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of Intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the
project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the 1-15 Corridor. .

Sincerely,

Merrell Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

ce: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager

Region Three Headquariers, 658 North 1500 West, Grem, Utal 84057
iclephone BALAG-8000 « facsimile 801-227-8061 « www.udolulah.gov
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State of Utah

OLENIE S. WALKER

Creverian”

GAYLE McKEACHNI

Lientenant Gavernor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

JOVIN R NIORD, PEL
Evecutive Director

CARLOS M. BRACERAS, PE.
Deputy Divector

August 27, 2004

Utah Dept of Water Quality
Walt Baker, Acting Director

288 North 1460 West

Box 144870

Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-4870

Re: 1-15 Carridor Utah County ~ Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Mr. Baker,

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the I-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Comptex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the 1-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of Intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
rmultimodal alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the

project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the {-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,
4 / R P
S /
Merrell Jolley, P.E.

Project Manager

ce: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager

Region Three Headguarters, 658 Morth 1500 West. Orem, Utah 84057
telephone 8()1'5\._7_?518{)00 = facsimile 801-227-8061 « www udofatah.goy
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August 27, 2004

Utah Division of Water Resources
D. Larry Anderson, Division Director
1594 West North Temple

P.0O. Box 146201

Salt L.ake City, Utah 84114-6201

Re: I-15 Corridor Utah County — Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Mr. Anderson:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the 1-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the I-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of Intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of

multimodal alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the
project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the 1-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,
e e

Merrell Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

ce: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager

Region Thiee Headguanters. 638 North 1500 West, Orem, Utah 84057
telephone 8 A{GRO00 « facsimite 801-227-8061 « www.udet.ulab.goy
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August 27, 2004

Utah Division of Air Quality
Rick Sprott, Division Director
150 N, 1950 W.

Salt Lake City, Utah 84116

Re: I-15 Corridor Utah County — Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Mr. Sprott:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the I-15 Carridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. fo 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the 1-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of Intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of

multimodal alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the
project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the 1-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,

Merrell Joliey, P.E.
Project Manager

ce: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager

Region Three Headquarters, 658 North 1500 West, Orem. Utah 84037
eicphone 5()}3;_”.1"/238000 s facsimile 801-227-8061 » www.adotulah.gov




DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

JOHN R, NJORD, PE.
Lxecutive Direcior

CARLOS M. BRACLERAS, P.E.
State Of‘ U[ah Deputy Divector

OLENE S WALKER

Govenior

GAYLE MeKEACHNIR
Licutencnt Gevernor

August 27, 2004

Utah Division of Drinking Water
Kevin Brown, Division Director
P.O. Box 144830

Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-4830

Re: I-15 Corridor Utah County — Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Mr. Brown:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the 1-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the 1-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of Intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the

project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the 1-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,

Merrelt Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

ce: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager

Region Three Headguarters, 658 North 1500 West. Orem., Utah 84057
{elephone 8()}3;_?1?548000 s facsimile 801-227-8061 « www.udotutah.gov
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

TOHN RONIGRD, PE.
Executive Divecior
CARLOS M. BRACERAS, DI,
State of Utah Bepuety Divecton

OLENE S WALKER

Cienvernor

GAYLE McKEACHNIE
Liettenant Governor

August 27, 2004

Utah Division of Environmental Response & Remediation
Brad Johnson, Division Director

168 North 1950 West

Box 144840

Salt [.ake City, Utah 84114-4840

Re: I-15 Corridor Utah County — Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Mr. Johnson:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the I-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 am. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt l.ake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the |-16 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of Intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the

project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the 1-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,

Merrell Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

cc: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PE Project Manager

Region Three Headguarters, 658 North 1500 West, Ovem, Utah 84057
telephone 80A~_3|7275800() = [acsimile 801-227-8061 » www.udolulah.gov
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State of Utah

OLENE S WALKER
Gavernar

GAYLE McREACHNIE

Livietenant Governior

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

JOHN R NIORBD. P,
Lyecutive Divector

CARLOS M. BRACERAS, LI
Depnty Divector

August 27, 2004

Utah Division of Solid & Hazardous Waste
Dennis Downs, Director

P.O. Box 144880

Salt L ake City, Utah 841144880

Re: I-15 Corridor Utah County — Sait Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Mr. Downs:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the 1-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Please RGVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

in addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the i-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Nofice of Intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visibte corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the

project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the 1-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,

Merrell Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

co: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager

Region Three Headguarters, 658 North 1500 West, Orem, Ulah 84057
telephone SOIAZEPE000 « facsimile 801-227-8061 « www.adotulah.gov

o O
Whereideas Conneet



DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
.I_(JI-IN [ NIORIZ PE.

Evecative Divector

CARLOS M. BRACERAS, P

State of Utah Depury Director

OQLENES. WALKER

Governor

GAYLE McKEACHNIE
Liewtencant Goversar

August 27, 2004

Utah Division of Wildlife Resources

Doug Sakaguchi, Central Region Habitat Manager
1115 North Main Street

Springvilte, Utah 84116

Re: 1-15 Corridor Utah County — Sait Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Mr. Sakaguchi:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the 1-15 Corridor in Utah and Sait L.ake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

in addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the i-15 Corridor. The dates, times and jocations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of Intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the

project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the 1-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,

Merrell Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

cc: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager

Region Three Headauarters, 638 North 1500 West, Orems, Utah 84057
telephone 8%;3%77-80(]() + [acsimile 801-227-8061 « www.adot.ulah.gov




DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
JOHMN R NIORD, PE.

Executive Director

CARLOS M. BRACERAS, PI

S tate Of Uiah Depuey Divector

OLENE 8. WALKER
Governer

GAYLE McKEACHNIE
Liewtenaiit Gevernor

August 27, 2004

Utah Dept of Natural Resources
Jerry D. Olds, State Engineer

Utah Division of Water Rights

1504 West North Temple, #220
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-6300

Re: [-15 Corridor Utah County — Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Mr. Olds:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the 1-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Compiex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the 1-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of Intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the

project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the 1-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,

Merrell Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

cc: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager

Region Three Headguarters, 638 North 1500 West, Oren, Utah 84057
ielephone 8()A_213?8§U00 + facsimile §01-227-8061 s www . udot.utah.gov
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August 27, 2004

US Geological Survey

Martha Hayden

1594 West North Temple, Suite 3110
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-6100

Re: I-15 Corridor Utah County ~ Salt Lake County
Environmental impact Statement Scoping Meeting invitation

Dear Ms. Hayden:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the 1-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Sait Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition fo this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the I-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of Intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal aiternatives.

Piease feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the
project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the 1-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,

Merrell Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

ce: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager
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Region Three Headguarters, 658 Northy 1500 West, Orem. Ulah 84057
ielephone 8())3(_2132"980()(1  facsimile 801-227-8061 = www.udot.ulah.gov
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GAYLE McKEACHNIE
Lientenaint Goavernor

August 27, 2004

Natural Resources Conservation Services
William Broderson, State Soil Scientist
Waliace F. Bennett Federal Building

125 South State Street, Room 4402

Sait Lake City, Utah 84138-1100

Re: i-15 Corridor Utah County — Salt Lake County
Environmental impact Statement Scoping Meeting invitation

Dear Mr. Broderson:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the |-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 am. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the 1-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of tntent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highty visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the

project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the 1-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,

Maerrell Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

cc: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager

Region Three Headquarters, 658 North 1500 West, Orem. Utah 84057
lelephone 8(111\;3[%'08{)[)() « facsimile 801-227-8061 « www.ndot.utah.gov




DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

JOHN RONJORD, P
Executive fdirector

CARLOS M, BRACERAS, P
State of Utah Depty Divectar

OQLENE S, WALKER
Governor

GAYLE McKEACHNIE
Liewtenant Governor

August 27, 2004

US Bureau of Land Management
Utah State Office

Sally Wisely

P.O. Box 45155

Salt l.ake City, Utah 84145-0155

Re: I-15 Corridor Utah County — Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Ms. Wisely:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the I-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt L.ake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the I-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of Intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the

project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the 1-16 Corridor.

Sincerely,
Wt
S

Merrell Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

cc: J. Higgins, UDOT Depuly Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

JORN R NIORD, PE.
Lxecutive Director
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OLENE §. WALKER

Cremveraon

GAYLE McKEACHNIE
Liviteicol Genweraor

August 27, 2004

Federal Transit Administrafion

Lee Waddleton

Region 8 Administrator

12300 West Dakota Avenue, Suite 310
lL.akewood, Colorado 80228-2583

Re: i-15 Corridor Utah County — Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Mr. Waddleton:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the 1-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the I-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of Intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corrider and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the

project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this im portant project to improve
transportation within the 1-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,

Merrell Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

cc: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager

Region Thice Meadquarters, 638 Noeth 1500 West. Orem, Utah 84057
ielephone $OAABDR000 » facsimile 8O1-227-8061 « www.ndolulaltgov
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August 27, 2004

Federal Mighway Administration
Utah Division

David Gibbs, Division Administrator
2520 West 4700 South, Suite 9A
Salt Lake City, Utah 84118-1847

Re: i-15 Corridor Utah County ~ Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Mr. Gibbs:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the 1-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 am. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general pubiic scoping
meetings throughout the I-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of Intent that provides
additiona! information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
earty involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal aiternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the

project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the 1-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,
s

Merrell Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

cc: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager

!@ )mct.‘[

Region Three Headguarters, 658 Nowth 1560 West. Orem. Utah 84057
telephene H()Aﬂ?.jsxﬂl)() » facsimile 801-227-8061 = www.udolutah.gov
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State of Utah

OLENE S WALKER

Geavernor

GAYLE McKEACHNIE

Lievtenant Governer

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

JOHN R NIORD, PE.
Fvecutive Directar

CARLOS M. BRACERAS, P.E.
Bepury Director

Region Three Headguarters, 658 North 1500 West, Gren, Utah 84057
letephone 8&]_1'}\3?1%(}[](! » facsimile 801-227-8001 « www udoL.utah.gov

August 27, 2004

Barbara Murphy, Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
300 Rio Grande
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101

Re: I-15 Corridor Utah County — Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting tnvitation

Dear Ms. Murphy:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the I-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Piease RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping mesting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the 1-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of Intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us fo stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the

project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the 1-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,
i / s 7
\“--/ l//
Merrell Jolley, P.E.

Project Manager

cc: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
JOHN RONIORD., PE.

Execitive Director

CARLOS M. BRACERAS. P.IE.

State Of Utah Deputy Divecior

OLENES. WALKER

Goverier

GAYLEE McKEACHNILE
Lientenant Governor

August 27, 2004

Deborah Lebow, NEPA Coordinator
EPA Region 8 (BEPR-EP)
999 18" Street, Suite 500
Denver, CC 80202-2466

Re: I-15 Corridor Utah County — Salt Lake County
Environmental impact Statement Scoping Meeting invitation

Dear Ms. Lebow:

You are invited fo participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the I-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for Septermber 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Sait Lake City. Piease RSVP
to Janine Eiora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the 1-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of Intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
muitimodal aliernatives.

Piease feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the

project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the 1-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,

Y A G
%/m%/z
e //
I
Merrell Jolley, P.E.

Project Manager

cc: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager
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Region Three Headquarters, 658 North 1500 West, Orem. Utah 84057
telephone 8()&:%%%—3()()(3 « facsimile 801-227-8061 « www udotatah.gov
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OGLENE §. WALKER

Gevernor

GAYLE MoK EACHNIE

Liewenant Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
JTOHN RNIORD, P
Ixecutive irecior

CARLOS M. BRACERAS, P
Depuiy Director

August 27, 2004

Bruce Barrett, Area Manager

Bureau of Rectamation Provo Area Office
302 East 1860 South

Provo, Utah 84606-7317

Re: I-15 Corridor Utah County — Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting invitation

Dear Mr. Barrett:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the I-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Please RGVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

in addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the I-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of Infent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal alternatives.

Please feal free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the

project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the 1-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,
l\‘_‘—_ /
}

Merrell Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

ce: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager

Region Three Headquarters, 658 North 1500 West, Orvem, Utah 84057
lefephone 801 -'__),’f_i-ém(){) = [acsimile 801-227-8061 « www. udot.autah.gov
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DEPARTMENT QOF TRANSPORTATION
JOHN R, NIORD, PLE.

4 M Execttive Directar

e 208 CARLOS M. BRACERAS, PIE.

State of Utah Py Dirtor

OLENE S, WALKER

Cienvernor

GAYLE McKEACHNIE
Liewtenant Gaveraor

August 27, 2004

MaryAnn Naber

FHWA, HEPH Room 3301
400 Seventh St., SW
Washington, DC 20590

Re: I-15 Corridor Utah County — Salt Lake County
Environmental impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Ms. Neber:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the 1-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 am. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the I-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information, We have also attached a copy of the Notice of intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal alternatives.

Piease feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the

project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the 1-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,

Merrell Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

ce: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager

Region Three Headquarters, 658 North 1500 West, Orem, Utah 84057 f
lelephone 8()}&:%%778{100 = facsimile 801-227-8061 « www.ndolutab. gov ]
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State of Utah

OLENE §. WALKER
Gavernior

GAYLE MeKEACHNIE

Lieutenam Goveror

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

JOHN R, NIORD, PLE,
Execirive Dirvector

CARLOS M. BRACERAS. P15
Depury Director

August 27, 2004

U.S. Geological Survey

Utah District

2329 Orton Circle

(2329 West 2390 South)

West Valley City, Utah 84119-2047

Re: I-15 Corridor Utah County — Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

To Whom It May Concern:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the 1-15 Corridor in Utah and Sait Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the I-15 Corridor. The dates, times and tocations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of Intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the

project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the 1-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,

Merrelt Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

cc; J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager

Region Thiee Headquarters, 638 North 15300 West, Orem, Utah 84057
elephone Sﬂl_ﬁs?g--i%()()() * [acsimile §01-227-8061 « www.udol.uiah.goy
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State of Utah

OLENE S, WALKER
Genwernor

GAYLE McKEACHNIE

Lientenant Goveriar

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

JOHN RONIORD, P,
Execurive Direcinr

CARLOS M, BRACERAS, P.E.
Depury Director

Region Three Headguagters, 658 Norih 1500 West, Orem, Litah 84057
telephone 8[)’&212398000 « Dacsimile 801-227-8061 « www.ndot utah gov

August 27, 2004

Mr. Henry Maddux

U.8. Fish and Wildlife Service
2369 West Orton Circle, Suite 50
West Valley City, UT 84119

Re: {-16 Corridor Utah County — Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Mr. Maddux:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the 1-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the 1-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of Intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visibie corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of

multimodal alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the
project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the 1-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,
y) d
7 /zzmﬁw
e {//

Merrell Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

cc: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager
B. Herrmann, Ecologist

V\dlmég:n i )' (:’
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State of Utah

OLENE S, WALKIER
Governar

GAYLE McKEACHNIE

Licwtenant Geavernor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
JOHN R NIORD, I
Eveciive Dirvector

CARLOS M. BRACERAS, P15,
Depinty Dirvecior

August 27, 2004

Mr. Brooks Carter, Chief

{Jtah Regulatory Office

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
2600 South 533 West

Suite 150

Bountiful, UT 84010

Re: I-15 Corridor Utah County — Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Mr. Carter:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the 1-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Please RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

in addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the i-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the
project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the 1-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,
N 1//

Merrell Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

ce: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager

Region Theee Headguarters, 658 North 1500 West, Orem. Uah 84057
elephone 8(}*_—%&6-80()0 » [acgimile $01-227-8061 « www.udot.ulafigay
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

JOHN RONIORD. PE.
e Y Execunive Birector

=L S CARLOS M. BRACERAS. PLE.
S tate Of Utah Dty Lrector

OLENE S WALKER

Goverier

GAYLE McKEACHNIE
Livwutencni Gewvernor

August 27, 2004

Mr. Wayne Norwall, Regional Director
Bureau of indian Affairs

P.O. Box 10

Phoenix, AZ 85001

Re: }-15 Corridor Utah Gounty — Salt Lake County
Environmental Impact Statement Scoping Meeting Invitation

Dear Mr. Norwall:

You are invited to participate in a resource agency scoping meeting for the environmental study
of the [-15 Corridor in Utah and Salt Lake counties. The meeting is planned for September 8 from
10 a.m. to 12 p.m. at the UDOT Complex, 4501 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City. Piease RSVP
to Janine Flora from our consultant team at 801-288-3236 by September 3.

In addition to this agency scoping meeting we are also hosting three general public scoping
meetings throughout the 1-15 Corridor. The dates, times and locations of those meetings are
attached for your information. We have also attached a copy of the Notice of intent that provides
additional information about the EIS we are about to undertake.

Public and agency input is an important element of this highly visible corridor and your insight and
early involvement will enable us to stay on schedule as we move forward in our examination of
multimodal alternatives.

Please feel free to contact me at 801-222-3406 with questions or for more information on the
project. Thanks in advance for your participation in this important project to improve
transportation within the I-15 Corridor.

Sincerely,

-7

Went 8

Merrell Jolley, P.E.
Project Manager

ce: J. Higgins, UDOT Deputy Project Manager
M. Valdez, PB Project Manager

Region Three Headquarters, 658 North 1500 West, Orem, Wah 84057
telephone 8(]A;?1’%1—'"TS()()G + Macgimile 805-227-8061 « www.udotutabgov
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JON M. HUNTSMAN, IR,

Guovernor

GARY I HERBERT

Liewtenani Goveror

November 30, 2007

Ms. Juel Belmont

American Fork & Utah County Historic Preservation Commission
240 Chipman Avenue

American Fork, Utah 84003

RE: Project No. IN-NH- 15-6(149)245E;1-15 Reconstruction, South Payson Interchange
to 12300 South (Salt Lake County).

Dear MS—B%&%.F

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Utah Department of
Transportation (UDOT) have initiated an Environmental Impact Statement study for the
reconstruction of Interstate 15 in Utah County and southern Salt Lake County. The
purpose of the project is to ease traffic congestion and improve safety. The project will
widen and reconstruct I-15 from the South Payson interchange in Utah County to the
12300 South interchange in Salt Lake County. The total distance for widening and
reconstruction is 43 miles. Potential improvements include adding lanes, adding frontage
roads in central Utah County, reconstructing existing interchanges and bridges, and
adding new interchanges in Orem and Leh;.
As part of the environmental review, FHWA. and UDOT hired the environmental
planning firm of Jones and Stokes to undertake a cultural resource survey to determine if
any historic buildings or archeological sites would be impacted by the proposed [-15
reconstruction. In accordance with the regulations (36CFR Part 800) for implementing
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act {NHPA), the FHWA and UDOT, I
am writing to let you know that the historic resource survey information is available for
your review and to request that you notify us as to any concerns you might have

regarding archeological or historic sites in the project area and the undertaking’s potential
effect on historic properties.

The consultants identified 95 buildings, 11 sites associated with irri gation {canals and
ditches), a historic corral, a historic trash dump, 4 railroad sites and the Prove Viaduct
over Center Street. Of the 95 surveyed buildings, 24 are located in American Fork, Of
the 24 buildings, fourteen buildings are considered eligible for the National Register of

Calvin Ramplan Complex. 4501 South 2700 West, Sall Lake City. Utah 84119599y
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Historic Places (NRHP), meaning that they are at least 45 years old and exhibit sufficient
physical character to impart their historic or architectural association with the
development of American Fork. At this writing, UDOT anticipates that the proposed I-
15 improvements will require the demolition of two properties in American Fork: 150
W. 300 S., and 360 W. 200 S. In other communities in Utah County, the proposed I-15
improvements would adversely impact a smalf agricultural outbuilding in Orem (1260 W.
800 S.); a portion of the Utah Southern Railroad near Point of the Mountain; a two-mile
section of the Lake Bottom Canal; and the removal of the Provo Viaduct at Center Street
in Provo.

I have included a list of the buildings identified in the survey for the proposed
improvements in the 43 miles of the I-15 corridor. At your request, UDOT employees
will be available to meet with you to discuss.any concerns you may-have, and suggestions
you may have to avert, minimize or mitigate the effect of the properties surveyed that will
be adversely affected because of this project. Iam sending a similar letter to historic
preservation representatives in Payson, Provo, Orem, and Lehi. If enough interest is
expressed, I would be happy to set up a meeting for representatives of all these
municipalities to meet and review the historic survey report, the section 106 process, and
the potential effect of the I-15 reconstruction on the historic properties.

T would appreciate it if you could respond within 30 days should you have concerns about
this project and/or wish to be a consulting party, as outlined in 36CFR Part 800 of the
National Historic Preservation Act. Please feel free to contact me at (801) 965-4917, or
via email at egiraud@utah.gov, if you have any questions or need any additional
information.

Thank you for your attention to this project notification and for any comments you may
have,

Sincerely,

Enclosure

CC: Merell Jolley, Project Manager, UDOT Region 3
Rich Crosland, UDOT Region 3 Environmental Manager
Jason Bright, UDOT Region 3 NEPA/NHPA Specialist
Ron Clegg, Project Manager, Parsons-Brinkerhoff Corporation
Kathryn Haley, Architectural Historian, Jones and Stokes, Environmental
Consultants '

A-143 June 2008
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JOHN R, NIORD, PE.
fxecutive Director
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Cenverimar

GARY R. HERBERT
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November 30, 2007

Ms. Connie Nielson
Lehi City CLG

45 West Main

Lehi, Utah 84043

RE: Project No. IN-NH—15—6(149)245E;I-15 Reconstruction, South Payson Interchange
to 12300 South (Salt Lake County).

Dear Ms. Nielson:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Utah Department of

Transportation (UDOT) have initiated an Environmental Impact Statement study for the

As part of the environmental review, FHWA and UDOT hired the environmenta]
planning firm of Jones and Stokes to undertake a cultural resource survey to determine if
any historic buildings or archeological sites would be impacted by the proposed I-15
reconstruction. In accordance with the regulations (36CFR Part 800) for implementing
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), the FHWA and UDOT, 1
am writing to let vou know that the historic resource survey information is available for
your review and to request that you notify us as to any concerns you might have
regarding archeological or histaric sites in the project area and the undertaking’s potential
effect on historic properties.

The consultants identified numerous 95 buildings, 11 sites associated with irrigation
canals and ditches, a historic corral, a historic trash dump, 4 railroad sites and the Provo
Viaduct over Center Street, Of the 95 surveyed buildings, 26 are located in Lehi, Of the

Calvin Rampron Complex. 4501 South 2700 West. Sall Lake City. Utah R4119-5998
A-144 iclephone 8G1-963-4000 « facsimile 301 -965-4318 « www ndolatsh gov
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buildings, 15 buildings are considered to be eligible for the National Register of Historic
Places (NRHP), meaning that they are at least 45 years old and exhibit sufficient physical
character to impart their historic or architectural association with Lehi. At this writing,
UDOT does not anticipate that the proposed I-15 improvements will affect any of the 26
historic buildings located in Lehi. The proposed improvement to I-15 would require the
demolition of two buildings in American Fork: 150 W. 300 S., and 360 W. 200 S., and a
small agricultural outbuilding in Orem (1260 W. 800 S.). The project would also
adversely impact a portion of the Utah Southern Railroad near Point of the Mountain; a
two-mile section of the Lake Bottom Canal; and would require the removal of the Provo
Viaduct at Center Street in Provo

I have included a list of the buildings identified in the survey for the proposed
improvements in the 43 miles of the I-15 corridor. At your request, UDOT employees -
will be available to meet with you to discuss any concerns you may have, and suggestions
you may have to avert, minimize or mitigate the effect of the properties surveyed that will
be adversely affected as a result of this project. I am sending a similar letter to historic
preservation representatives in Provo, Orem, American Fork, Payson and Utah County.

If enough interest is expressed, I would be happy to set up a meeting for representatives
of all these municipalities to meet and review the historic survey report, the section 106
process, and the potential effect of the I-15 reconstruction on the historic properties.

I would appreciate it if you could respond within 30 days should you have concerns about
this project and/or wish to be a consulting party, as outlined in 36CFR Part 800 of the
National Historic Preservation Act. Please feel free to contact me at (801) 965-4917, or
via email at egiraud@utah.gov, if you have any questions or need any additional
information.

Thank you for your attention to this project notification and for any comments you may
have.

Sincerely, — 0

Architextural Historian, Utah Department of Transportation
Enclosure

CC:  Merell Jolley, Project Manager, UDOT Region 3
Rich Crosland, UDOT Region 3 Environmental Manager
Jason Bright, UDOT Region 3 NEPA/NHPA Specialist
Ron Clegg, Project Manager, Parsons-Brinkerhoft Corporation
Kathryn Haley, Architectural Historian, Jones and Stokes, Environmental
Consultarits

A-145 June 2008
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November 30, 2007

Dr. Gordon Taylor

Payson Historic Preservation Commission
ST N. 100 West

Payson, Utah 84651

RE: Project No. IN-NH-15-6( 149)245E:1-15 Reconstruction, South Payson Interchange
to 12300 South (Salt Lake County).

Dear Dr. Taylor:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Utah Department of
Transportation (UDOT) have initiated an Environmental Impact Statement study for the
reconstruction of Interstate 15 in Utah County and southern Sajt Lake County. The
purpose of the project is to ease traffic congestion and improve safety. The project will
widen and reconstruct I-15 from the South Payson interchange in Utah County to the
12300 South interchange in Salt Lake County. The total distance for widening and
reconstruction is 43 miles. Potentja] Improvements include adding lanes, adding frontage
roads in central Utah County, reconstructing existing interchanges and bridges, and
adding new mterchanges in Orem and Lehi.

As part of the environmental review, FHWA and UDOT hired the environmenta]
planning firm of Jones and Stakes to undertake a cultural resource survey to determine if
any historic buildings or archeological sites would he impacted by the proposed -5
reconstruction. In accordance with the regulations (36CFR Part 800) for implementing
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NIPA), the FHWA and UDOT, 1
am writing to let you know that the historic resource survey information is available for
your review and to request that you notify us as to any concems you might have

regarding archeological or historic sites in the project area and the undertaking’s potential
effect on historic properties.

Calvin Rampion Complex, 4501 South 2700 Wesl, Sall Lake City. Uah 84119 5093
telephone 801-963-4000 + facsimile 801-965-4338 www udoluiah goy
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The consultants identified 95 buildings, 11 sites associated with irrigation canals and
ditches, a historic corral, a historic trash dump, 4 railroad sites and the Provo Viaduct
over Center Street. Of the 95 surveyed buildings, 13 are located in Payson. Of'the 13
buildings, four buildings are considered to be eligible for the National Register of
Historic Places (NRHP), meaning that they are at least 45 years old and exhibit sufficient
physical character to impart their historic or architectural association with Payson.
UDOT does not anticipate that the proposed I-15 improvements will affect any of the 13
historic buildings located in Payson.

I have included a list of the buildings identified in the survey for the proposed
improvements in the 43 miles of the I-15 corridor. At your request, UDOT employees
will be available to meet with you to discuss any concerns you may have, and suggestions
you may have to avert, minimize or mitigate the effect of the properties surveyed that will
be adversely affected outside of Payson. I am sending a similar letter to historic
preservation representatives in Provo, Orem, American Fork, Lehi and Utah County. If
enough interest is expressed, I would be happy to set up a meeting for representatives of
all these municipalities to meet and review the historic survey report, the section 106
process, and the potential effect of the I-15 reconstruction on the historic properties.

I would appreciate it if you could respond within 30 days should you have concemns about
this project and/or wish to be a consulting party, as outlined in 36CFR Part 800 of the
National Historic Preservation Act. Please feel free to contact me at (801) 965-4917, or
via email at egirand@utah.gov, if you have any questions or need any additional
information.

Thank you for your attention to this project notification and for any comments you may
have.

Sincerely,

Architectural Historian, Utah Department of Transportation

Enclosure

CC:  Merell Jolley, Project Manager, UDOT Region 3
Rich Crosland, UDOT Region 3 Environmental Manager
Jason Bright, UDOT Region 3 NEPA/NHPA Specialist
Ron Clegg, Project Manager, Parsons-Brinkerhoff Corporation
Kathryn Haley, Architectural Historian, Jones and Stokes, Environmental
‘Consultants :

A-147 June 2008
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November 30, 2007

Mzr. Jason Bench
City of Orem

56 N. State Street
Orem, Utah 84057

RE: Project No. IN-NH-15-6(149)245E;1-15 Reconstruction, South Payson Interchange
to 12300 South (Salt Lake County). '

Dear Mr. Bench:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Utah Department of
Transportation (UDOT) have initiated an Environmental Impact Statement study for the
reconstruction of Interstate 15 in Utah County and southern Salt Lake County. The
purpose of the project is to ease traffic congestion and improve safety. The project will
widen and reconstruct I-15 from the South Payson interchange in Utah County to the
12300 South interchange in Salt Lake County. The total distance for widening and
recanstruction is 43 miles. Potential improvements include adding lanes, adding frontage
roads in central Utah County, reconstructing existing interchanges and bridges, and
adding new interchanges in Orem and [.ehi.

As part of the environmental review, FHWA and UDOT hired the environmental
planning firm of Jones and Stokes to undertake a cultural resource survey to determine if
any historic buildings or archeological sites would be tmpacted by the proposed I-15
reconstruction. In accordance with the regulations (36CFR Part 800) for implementing
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), the FHWA and UDOT, I
am writing to let you know that the historic resource survey information is available for
your review and to request that vou noti fy us as to any concerns vou might have
regarding archeological or historic sites in the project area and the undertaking’s potential
effect on historic properties.

The consultants identified 95 buildings, 11 sites associated with irrigation (canals and
ditches), a historic corral, a historic trash dump, 4 railroad sites and the Provo Viaduct
over Center Street. Of the 95 surveyed buildings, 15 are located in Orem. Of the 15
buildings, 9 are considered to be eligible for the National Register of Historic Places

Calvin Rampton Comgplex, 4301 South 2700 West, Salt Lake City, Uiah 84119.5998
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(NRHP), meaning that they are at least 45 years old and exhibit sufficient physical
character to impart their historic or architectural association with the development of
Orem. At this writing, UDOT anticipates that the proposed I-15 improvements will
require the demolition of a small agricultural outbuilding in Orem (1260 W. 8008S.).
Other properties that would be adversely affected by the I-15 improvements in Utah
County include two buildings in American Fork: 150 W. 300 S., and 360 W. 200 S the
Provo Viaduct at Center Street; a portion of the Utah Southern Railroad near Point of the
Mountain and a two-mile section of the Lake Bottom Canal.

I have included a list of the buildings identified in the survey for the proposed
improvements in the 43 miles of the I-15 corridor. At your request, UDOT employees
will be available to meet with you to discuss any concerns you may have, and suggestions
you may have to avert, minimize or mitigate the effect of the properties surveyed that will
be adversely affected because of this project. I am sending a similar letter to historic
preservation representatives in American Fork, Payson, Provo, Lehi and Utah County. If
enough interest is expressed, I would be happy to set up a meeting for representatives of
all these municipalities to meet and review the historic survey report, the section 106
process, and the potential effect of the I-15 reconstruction on the historic properties.

I would appreciate it if you could respond within 30 days should you have concemns about
this project and/or wish to be a consulting party, as outlined in 36CFR Part 800 of the
National Historic Preservation Act. Please feel free to contact me at (801) 965-4917, or
via email at egiraud@utah.gov, if you have any questions or need any additional
information.

Thank you for your attention to this project notification and for any comments you may
have.

Sincerely, -

Giraud, AICP
Architectural Historian, Utah Department of Transportation

Enclosure

CC:  Merell Jolley, Project Manager, UDOT Region 3
Rich Crosland, UUDOT Region 3 Environmental Manager
Jason Bright, UDOT Region 3 NEPA/NHPA Specialist
Ron Clegg, Project Manager, Parsons-Brinkerhoff Corporation
Kathryn Haley, Architectural Historian, Jones and Stokes, Environmental
Consultants
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November 30, 2007

Mr. Jerry Grover

Utah County Historic Preservation Commission
100 E. Center, Suite 2300

Provo, Utah 84606

RE: Project No. IN -NH-15-6(149)245E:1-15 Reconstruction, South Payson Interchange
to 12300 South (Salt Lake County).

Dear Mr. Grover:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Utah Department of
Transportation (UDOT) have initiated an Environmental Impact Statement study for the
reconstruction of Interstate 15 in Utah County and southern Salt Lake County. The
purpose of the project is to ease traffic congestion and improve safety. The project will
widen and reconstruct I-15 from the South Payson interchange in Utah County to the
12300 South interchange in Salt Lake County. The total distance for widening and
reconstruction is 43 miles. Potential improvements include adding lanes, adding frontage
roads in central Utah County, reconstructing existing interchanges and bridges, and
adding new interchanges in Orem and Lehi.

As part of the environmental review, FHIWA and UDOT hired the environmental
planning firm of Jones and Stokes to undertake 1 cultural resource survey to determine if
any historic buildings or archeological sites would be impacted by the proposed I-15
reconstruction. In accordance with the regulations (36CFR Part 800) for implementing
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), the FHWA and UDOT. I
am writing to let vou know that the historic resource survey information is available for
vour review and to request that vour notify us as to any concerns you might have
regarding archeological or historic sites in the project area and the undertaking’s potential
effect on historic properties.

The consultants identified 95 buildings, 11 sites associated with rrrigation (canals and
ditches), a historie corral, a historic trash dump, 4 railroad sites and the Provo Viaduct
over Center Street. Of the 95 buildings, 52 are considered lo be eligible for the National
Register of Historic Places (NRHP), meaning that they are at least 45 years old and

Calvin Ramplon Complex, 450 South 2700 West, Salt Lake Ciry, Utah 84119-5094 June 2008
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exhibit sufficient physical character to impart their historic or architectural association
with their respective communities in Utah County. At this writing, UDOT anticipates
that the proposed I-15 improvements will require the demolition of two properties in
American Fork: 150 W. 300 S., and 360 W. 200 S., and a small agricultural outbuilding
in Orem (1260 W. 800 S.). The project would also adversely impact a portion of the
Utah Southern Railroad near Point of the Mountain; a two-mile section of the Lake
Bottom Canal and the Provo Viaduct at Center Street in Provo.,

' have included a list of the buildings identified in the survey for the proposed
improvements in the 43 miles of the I-15 corridor. At your request, UDOT employees
will be available to meet with you to discuss any concerns you may have, and suggestions
you may have to avert, minimize or mitigate the effect of the properties surveyed that will
be adversely affected in Utah County. Tam sending a similar letter to historic -
preservation representatives in American Fork, Payson, Provo, Orem, and Lehi. If
enough interest is expressed, I would be happy to set up a meeting for representatives of
all these municipalities to meet and review the historic survey report, the section 106
process, and the potential effect of the I-15 reconstruction on the historic properties.

I would appreciate it if you could respond within 30 days should you have concerns about
this project and/or wish to be a consulting party, as outlined in 36CFR Part 800 of the
National Historic Preservation Act. Please feel free to contact me at (801) 965-4917, or
via email at egiraud(@utah.gov, if you have any questions or need any additional
nformation.

Thank you for your attention to this project notification and for any comments you may
have.

Sincerely, <

Elizabe#f Giraud, AICP
Architectural Historian, Utah Department of Transportation

Enclosure

CC: Merell Jolley, Project Manager, UDOT Region 3
Rich Crosland, UDOT Region 3 Environmental Manager
Jason Bright, UDOT Region 3 NEPA/NHPA Specialist
Ron Clegg, Project Manager, Parsons-Brinkerhoff Corporation
Kathryn Haley, Architectural Historian, Jones and Stokes, Environmental
Consultants
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November 30, 2007

Mr. Matthew Taylor
Provo City

351 West Center Street
P.O. Box 1849

Provo, Utah 84601

RE: Project No. IN-NH-15-6(149)245E:1-15 Reconstruction, South Payson Interchange
to 12300 South (Salt Lake County

Dear Mr. Taylor:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Utah Department of
Transportation (UDOT) have initiated an Environmental
reconstruction of Interstate 15 in Utah County and south
purpose of the project is to ease traffic congestion and i
widen and reconstruct I-15 from the South Pa

yson interchange in Utah County to the
12300 South interchange in Salt Lake County. The total distance for widening and
reconstruction is 43 miles. Potential improvements include addin
roads in central Utah County, reconstructin

g lanes, adding frontage
g exisling interchanges and bridges, and

Impact Statement study for the
ern Salt Lake County. The

mprove safety. The project will

adding new interchanges in Orem and Lehj

As part of the environmental review, FHWA and UDOT hired the environmental
planning firm of Jones and Stokes to undertake a cultural resource survey to determine if
any historic buildings or archeological sites would be impacted by the proposed 1-15
reconstruction. In accordance with the regulations (36CFR Part 800) for implementing
Section 106 of the National Historic Pres

ervation Act (NHPA), the FHWA and UDOT, I
am writing to let you know that the histo

ric resource surve
your review and to request that you notify us as to

regarding archeological or historic sites in the
effect on historic properties.

y information is available for
any concerns you might have

project area and the undertaking’s potential

The consultants identified 93 buildings, 11 sites assoc

iated with irrigation (canals and
ditches), a historic corral, a historic trash dump, 4 railroad sites and the Provo Viaduct
over Center Street,

Of the 95 surveved buildings, 13 are located in Provo. Ofthe 13
buildings, 10 are considered to be eligible for the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP), meaning that they are at least 45 years old and exhibit sufficient physical

Catvin Rampton Complex, 4501 South 2700 Wes(. Salt Lake City, Utat: 84119-3998
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character to impart their historic or architectural association with the development of
Provo. At this writing, UDOT anticipates that the proposed I-15 improvements will
require the demolition of the Provo Viaduct at Center Street. Other properties that would
be adversely affected by the I-15 improvements in Utah County include two buildings in
American Fork: 150 W. 300 S. and 360 W. 200 S., a small agricultural outbuilding in
Orem (1260 W. 800 S.), a portion of the Utah Southern Railroad near Point of the
Mountain and a two-mile section of the Lake Bottom Canal,

T have included a list of the buildings identified in the survey for the proposed
improvements in the 43 miles of the I-15 corridor. At your request, UDOT employees
will be available to meet with you to discuss any concerns you may have, and suggestions
you may have to avert, minimize or mitigate the effect of the properties surveyed that will
be adversely affected because of this project. I am sending a similar letter to historic - -
preservation representatives in American Fork, Payson, Orem, and Lehi. If enough
interest is expressed, I would be happy to set up a meeting for representatives of all these
municipalities to meet and review the historic survey report, the section 106 process, and
the potential effect of the I-15 reconstruction on the historic properties.

I would appreciate it if you could respond within 30 days should you have concerns about
this project and/or wish to be a consulting party, as outlined in 36CFR Part 800 of the
National Historic Preservation Act. Please feel free to contact me at (801) 965-4917, or
via email at egiraud@utah.gov, if you have any questions or need any additional

information.

Thank you for your attention to this project notification and for any comments you may
have.

Sincerely,

Elizabetlf Girand, AICP
Architectural Historian, Utah Department of Transportation

Enclosure

CC:  Merell Jolley, Project Manager, UDOT Region 3
Rich Crosland, UDOT Region 3 Environmental Manager
Jason Bright, UDOT Region 3 NEPA/NHPA Specialist
Ron Clegg, Project Manager, Parsons-Brinkerhoff Corporation
Kathryn Haley, Architectural Historian, Jones and Stokes, Environmental
Consultants
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Mr. Andy Hall
Payson City

439 W. Utah Avenue
Payson, Utah 84651

RE: Project No. IN -NH-15-6(149)245F:1-15 Reconstruction, South Payson Interchange
to 12300 South (Salt Lake County).

Dear Mr. Hall:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Utah Department of
Transportation (UDOT) have initiated an Environmental Tmpact Statement study for the
reconstruction of Interstate 15 in Utah County and southern Salt Lake County. The
purpose of the project is to ease traffic congestion and improve safety. The project will
widen and reconstruct I-15 from the South Payson interchange in Utah County to the
12300 South interchange in Salt I.ake County. The total distance for widening and
reconstruction is 43 miles. Potential improvements include adding lanes, adding frantage
roads in central Utah County, reconstructing existing interchanges and bridges and
adding new interchanges in Orem and Lehi.

As part of the environmental review, FHWA and UDOT hired the environmental
planning firm of Jones and Stokes to undertake a cultural resource survey to determine if
any historic buildings or aicheological sites would be impacted by the proposed I-15
reconstruction. In accordance with the regulations (36CER Part 800) for implementing
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), the FHW A and UDOT, |
am writing to let vou know that the historic resoutce survey iformation is available for
your review and to request that you notify us as to any concerns you might have
regarding archeological or historic sites in the project area and the undertaking’s potential
effect on historic properties.

The consuliants identified 95 buildings, 11 sites associated with irrigation (canals and
ditches). a historic corral, a historic trash dump, 4 railroad sites and the Provo Viaduct
over Center Street, Of the 95 surveyed buildings, 13 are located in Payson. Ofthe 13

Calvin Ramplon Complex, 43501 Soush 2700 West, Salt Lake City, Utah 84119-590g
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buildings, four buildings were determined to be eligible for the National Register of
Historic Places (NRHP), meaning that they are at least 45 years old and exhibit sufficient
physical character to impart their historic or architectural association with the
development of Payson. UDOT does not anticipate that the proposed I-15 improvergents
will affect any of the 13 historic buildings located in Payson.

I have included a list of the building identified in the survey for the proposed
improvements in the 43 miles of the I-15 corridor. At your request, UDOT employees
will be available to meet with you to discuss any concerns you may have, and suggestions
you may have to avert, minimize or mitigate the effect of the properties surveyed that will
be adversely affected outside of Payson. [ am sending a similar letter to historic
preservation representatives in Provo, Orem, American Fork, Lehi and Utah County. If
enough interest is expressed, I would be happy to sct up a mecting for representatives of
all these municipalities to meet and review the historic survey report, the section 106
process, and the potential effect of the I-15 reconstruction on the historic properties.

I would appreciate it if you could respond within 30 days should you have concerns about
this project and/or wish to be a consulting party, as outlined in 36CFR Part 800 of the
National Historic Preservation Act. Please fecl free to contact me at (801) 965-4917, or
via emaii at egiraud(@utah.gov, if you have any questions or need any additional
information.

Thank you for your attention to this project notification and for any comments you may

have.
%r /‘Mﬁ/k
ElizabetlrGiraud, AICP

Architectural Historian, Utah Department of Transportation

Sincerely,

Enclosure

CC:  Merrill Jolley, Project Manager, UDOT Reégion 3
Rich Crosland, UDOT Region 3 Environmental Manager
Jason Bright, UDOT Region 3, NEPA/NHPA Specialist
Ron Clegg, Project Manager, Parsons-Brinkerhoff Corporation
Kathryn Haley, Architectural Historian, Jones and Stokes, Environmental
Consultants
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November 30, 2007

Ms. Shari Warnick
Orem CLG

426 W. 400 S,
Orem, Utah 84058

RE: Project No. IN-NH-15-6(149)245E:1-15 Reconstruction, South Payson Interchange
to 12300 South (Salt Lake County).

Dear Ms. Warnick:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Utah Department of
Transportation (UDOT) have initiated an Environmental Impact Statement study for the
reconstruction of Interstate 15 in Utah County and southern Salt Lake County. The
purpose of the project is to ease traffic congestion and improve safety. The project will
widen and reconstruct I-15 from the South Payson interchange in Utah County to the
12300 South interchange in Salt Lake County. The total distance for widening and
reconstruction is 43 miles. Potential improvements include adding lanes, adding frontage
roads in central Utah County, reconstructing existing interchanges and bridges, and
adding new interchanges in Orem and Lehi.

As part of the environmental review, FHWA and UDOT hired the environmental
planning firm of Jones and Stokes to undertake a cultural resource survey to detertnine if
any historic buildings or archeolo gical sites would be impacted by the proposed I-15
reconstruction. In accordance with the regulations (36CFR Part 800) for implementing
Section 106 of the Nationa] Historic Preservation Act {NHPA), the FHWA and UDOT, 1
am writing to et you know that the historic resource survey information is available for
your review and to request that you notify us as to any concerng you might have
regarding archeological or historic sites in the project area and the undertaking’s potential
cffect on historic properties.

The consultants identified 95 buildings, 11 sites associated with irrigation (canals and
ditches), a historic corral, a historic trash dump, 4 railroad sites and the Provo Viaduct
over Center Street. Of the 95 surveyed buildings, 15 are located in Orem. Ofthe 15
buildings, 9 are considered to be eligible for the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP), meaning that they are at least 45 years old and exhibit sufficient physical
character to impart their historic or architectural association with the development of

Calvin Rampton Complex, 4301 South 2700 Wesl, Sait Lake City, Ulab 84119-5098
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Orem. At this writing, UDOT anticipates that the proposed I-15 improvements will
require the demolition of a small agricultural outbuilding in Orem (1260 W. 800 S.).
Other properties that would be adversely affected by the I-15 improvements in Utah
County include two buildings in American Fork: 150 W. 300 S. and 360 W.2008.; the
Provo Viaduct at Center Street; a portion of the Utah Southern Railroad near Point of the
Mountain and a two-mile section of the Lake Bottom Canal.

I have included a list of the buildings identified in the survey for the proposed
improvements in the 43 miles of the I-15 corridor. At your request, UDOT employees
will be available to meet with you to discuss any concerns you may have, and suggestions
you may have to avert, minimize or mitigate the effect of the properties surveyed that will
be adversely affected because of this project, [ am sending a similar letter to historic
preservation representatives in American Fork, Payson, Provo, Lehi and Utah County, If
enough interest is expressed, I would be happy to set up a meeting for representatives of
all these municipalities to meet and review the historic survey report, the section 106
process, and the potential effect of the I-15 reconstruction on the historic properties,

I'would appreciate it if you could respond within 30 days should you have concerns about
this project and/or wish to be a consulting party, as outlined in 36CFR Part 800 of the
National Historic Preservation Act. Please feel free to contact me at (801) 965-4917, or
via email at egiraud@utah.gov, if you have any questions or need any additional
information.

Thank you for your attention to this project notification and for any comments you may
have.

Sincerely,

Architéctural Historian, Utah Department of Transportation

Enclosure

CC: Merell Jolley, Project Manager, UDOT Region 3
Rich Crosland, UDOT Region 3 Environmental Manager
Jason Bright, UDOT Region 3 NEPA/NHPA Specialist
Ron Clegg, Project Manager, Parsons-Brinkerhoff Corporation
Kathryn Haley, Architectural Historian, Jones and Stokes, Environmental
Consultants
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[-15 Corridor Utah County to Salt Lake County
Final Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation
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